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$232 T is not logical Truth therefore, as he 
ae fays inthethird Section, or the Truth 
2P of Propofitions abftractedly confider- 
ed, but the practical Importance of 
Truth in its Nature and Confequences, 
be the Rule of Action and moral Con- 
duét. And again, the moral Truth and Reéti- 
tude of Actions lies in the Congruity of the A& 
with the Object. To fuccour and protect a mortal 
Enemy, to a Man’s own Deftruction, or the Ruin 
of his Country, would be as falfe in Practice, as if 
a Man fhould affirm, in Words, that Good is evil, 
and Evil good. Suppofe a Highwayman meets 
you on the Road, and with a Piftol ac your Breaft 
demands your Money: If you could divert his Pure 
pofe by mifinforming him, and thereby fave a 
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Part of your own Right; would this be immoral, 
or would the phyfical or logical Falfehood be a 
moral one? Dr. Morgan thinks not: And chal- 
lenges the Man who thinks otherwife to fay fo. 

We will proceed no farther in this Chapter. 
What remains of it, tho’ by much the greater Part, 
has nothing in it deferving any particular Notice. 
We now therefore enter upon the feventh and 
laft Chapter, which is a Differtation on Diving 
PROVIDENCE. 

In the fix preceding Chapters, the Doétor has, 
he fays, diftinétly confidered the general Laws of 
Nature, with regard to the material, animal, and 
rational Parts of the Creation ; and has, he thinks, 
demonftratively proved, that thefe general Laws 
are the eftablifhed Principles of Divine Agency, 
or thofe eternal, immutable Laws of Truth, Rea- 
fon, and Order, originally fettled by the Deity 
for the Prefervation and Government of the World, 
by his inceffant and intelligent Energy. 

The great Point, he tells us, which he has hi- 
therto endeavoured to illuftrate and confirm, is this, 
that the Univerfe is one Whole, whereof all the 
Parts are neceffarily and mutually conneéted by 
an Unity of Defign. This Unity of Defign is a 
Plan, which muft have been laid at firft by the 
Divine Architect, with a perfect Forefight of all 
future Incidents, The Laws by which. fuch a Sy- 
ftem was to be governed, and the Unity of Defign 
preferved, could not be left to Chance, or unfore- 
feen Accidents, which might make frequent Inter- 
pofitions, and Alterations of the general Laws, ne- 
ceffary, on particular Occafions not forefeen or pro- 
vided for. 

So far as our Obfervation reaches, we do not 
find, that the general L.aws of Nature are fufpend- 
ed to ferve any particular Purpofes; but, on the 
contrary, the Laws of Matter and Motion, Appe- 
cite 
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tite and Inftinét, Intelligence and Free-agency, are 
eternally and invariably the fame : And were not 
this fo, all Nature muft every now and then be 
thrown into Convulfions, to anfwer Purpoles un- 
forefeen and unprovided for, 

If this be the Notion Divines have ufually had of 
Miracles, viz. an immediate Agency of the Deity, 
fufpending the general Laws of Nature on particular 
Occafions, our Author is fully fatisfied, they will 
never be able to prove any fuch thing, in any one 
Inftance. 

But it will not follow from hence, he fays, that 
God has not provided, by his general Laws, for all 
particular Incidents, fo as to anfwer all the Ends of 
moral Truth and Reétitude: And after a couple of 
fmart Strokes, upon the Clergy and Syftems of Di- 
vinity, he gives us to underftand, that he will fet- 
tle this important Point of Providence upon the 
Principles of Phyfico-Theology, as the Foundation 
of all moral Truth and Religion, without making 
God a Man, or refembling him, as others have 
done, to a weak unfkilful Artift. 

In the fecond Section, therefore, he goes on to 
reconfider the Order of Nature, gr Laws of Di- 
vine Agency, with regard to the feveral Claffes of 
Beings. He obferves, that all Senfation, Appetite, 
and. Inftinét is neceffarily connected with modified 


Matter and Motion; on the other hand, cthofeSéen- — 


fations, &c. impreffed from without, excite fuc 
organical Motions, or {pontaneous Actions in the 
Animal, as are neceffary for the Prefervation of 
the animal Life and Species. In this Reciprocati- 
on of external Impreffions, internal Senfations, 
Se. there is nothing of Liberty, all is neceffary. 
Here then it is evident, that in fych Cafes, the 
Creature does not att, but is aftéd upon, And 
here, he thinks, the inceffant Agency of che fu- 
preme intelligent Caufe is indifputable. 
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Here, ashe fays in the third Seétion, isa Sub- 
ordination of one Creature to another, founded in 
Nature, original Contrivance and Appointment, 
without giving out particular Laws, or occafional 
Orders from the fupreme Governour, juft as Cir- 
cumftances turn up. ‘* God does not fend a Pro- 
‘¢ phet or an Angel to authorife a Lion toeat a 
« [amb, or a Fox a Goofe ; he never authorifed a 
««. Tyrant to deftroy a Country, or gave Mankind 
«© an Authority, by Revelation, to devour Sheep 
¢ and Cattle ; but his having given them. Power, 
«< or Cunning enough to do it, is a plain Indicati- 
¢ on of the Order of Nature;” and he would be . 
glad to fee all carnivorous Animals, or Flefh-eaters, 
prove a better Title than this. Nothing, he adds, 
but the infuperable Pride of Man, could pretend a 
fupernatural Revelation for what God has naturally 
ordained. ‘* Perhaps if Lions, Wolves, Tygers, 
« and other voracious Animals could reafon as we 
«© do, they might prove a fupernatural Revelation for 
¢ devouring al] Creatures that are Jefs powerful or 
© cunning than themfelves. Upon fuch a Suppo- 
¢ fition they would, certainly, have as much Rea- 
‘ fon and Right on their Side as we, and, no 
« doubt, but they would have Prophets, Minifters, 
<¢ and Preachers of Righteoufnefs, to make it all 
«© clear to them.’’—— Buffoonery in Perfeétion ! 
But we proceed, 

Man is, by the general Law of Nature, made 
Lord over all the Works of God below; his Do- 
minion extends from the Lion to the meaneft In- 
feé&t within his notice; he is made the Judge how 
far they aye to be preferved and cherifhed, or de- 
{troyed and rooted out. Thefe Creatures know no- 
thing of the Capacity, Power, and Art of Man, 
or by what Means this Soveraign often deftroys 
them by thoulands ina Moment. 
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Suppofe now, as the-Doétor fays, that any Species 
of thefe Infeéts, that know no more of us, than we do 
of any invifible Beings above us, were endued with 
Reafon, their organical Senfes remaining the fameas 
before: How would they argue about an infinite 
Number of Incidents that befall them by the Art 
and Contrivance of Man, and of which they can 
affign no Caufe? Some of them, perhaps, would re- 
folve all into Chance, Others would conclude, 
there muft be the immediate Hand of God therein, 
a particular miraculous Interpofition, contrary to 
the general Laws of Nature. ‘Thefe would be the 
vulgar Infects, and fuch their Reafoning: But both 
Parties would be wrong, becaufe they knew nothing 
of Man, or of his Ways of aéting above them. But 
perhaps there might be fome among them of a 
more philofophical Genius, who had carried their 
Views of Nature a little further; and thefe would 
conclude, from the Analogy of Nature, that as 
there are an Infinity of Creatures below them, ma- 
ny of which had been fubjeéted to them, fo there 
muft be Orders of Beings fuperior to them, of 
whofe Ways they could not judge, and that thefe 
Beings, tho’ invifible or unknown to them, might 
have Power to do them Good or Hurt, in confe- 
quence of the Law of their Nature, and to anfwer 
the Ends of divine Government. 

We know that fuch Reafonings and Conclufions 
would be right in Bees, Ants, &c. were they en- 
dued with that Faculty ; and we have the fame 
Reafon from the Analogy of Nature to infer, there 
are Beings above us, as much fuperior to us in all 
Degrees of Perfection, as we are to the meaneft 
Fly or Infect ; and that fuch fuperior Intelli- 
gences, as Free-agents, have Power to act upon the 
Elements, and direct natural Caufes, by Means un- 
known to us; —— may raife a Vapour from the 
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Ocean, and direét the Storm, as much as a Chymift 
can from his Furnace. 

Before the Doéctor can go any farther in his Ex- 
plication of this momentous Subject, he thinks him- 
felf obliged to take notice of two oppofite Schemes, 
concerning the univerfal Government of the World: 
The Epicurean, that afcribes all Things to a 
blind Fatality, (which, being worn quite out of Fa- 
fhion, he does not trouble himfelf with refuting) ; 
and that of the Vifionary Deifis, who own a God 
that created the World, and governs it in perfect 
Wifdom and Righteoufnefs, but deny he has any 
Law of Action prior to his own Will; a God who 
creates Good and Evil, Truth and Falfehood, 
Right and Wrong, who is to be fubmitted to with- 
out Referve, and whofe Will is to be known, only 
by a Revelation above Reafon. Such impious Te-~ 
nets as thefe kindle our Author’s Zeal, and he be- 
grudges no Time or Pains which may be required 
for their Confutation. Well is it for the Maintainers 
of them, that they are not within his Clutches ; for 
as itis plain his righteous Indignation boils againft 
them, fo, no doubt, were they in his Power, he 
would make them feel the Weight of his juft Ven- 
geance. 

The Difficulties attending the Schemes above- 
mentioned, have given Birth to a third Party, 
which he deals with in the fixth Section. This con- 
fits of Moderators, who, knowing the two oppo- 
fite Extremes mutt be falfe, would join them toge- 
ther, and compound the Truth out of the moft o 
pofite Falfehoods. But fome People, he fays, 
who have their Eyes open, and are refolved to fee 
with them, will fancy that this compounding, mo- 
derating Scheme, isa mere prieftly Cheat, and that 
the moderating Men only want to fave a little Dj- 
winity tor a Maintenance. 
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But furely there muft be 2 Medium between fuch 
Extremes. Thefe cheating Moderators know that 
very well, and therefore hoped to fham their Coun- 
terfeit uponus, for it; but as ourAuthor has guarded 
us againft that, fo likewife, to compleat the Kindnefs, 
does he offer us the genuine Truth in its ftead. Part 
of this we have had already, and Part is now to 
follow after. 

It has been the great Unhappinefs of Mankind, 
as he tells us in the feventh Section, that the Mini- 
fters of Religion have rarely ftudied Nature ; but 
fet up Faith above it and Reafon. They have re- 
prefented the Deity as a temporal Prince, upon his 
Throne, with his Attendants about him, giving out 
occafional Orders, juft as this and the other Emer- 
gency arifes. But furely the infinitely perfect Mind 
had Knowledge and Power enough to fettle a Plan 


of Government at firft, that might anfwer all his ~ 


Defigns, without any need of future Emendations. 
Without running upon fuch Abfurdities, we may 
defend a particular Providence, and fuch occafional 
Interpofitions, as moral Government requires, upon 
the general Laws of Nature, and the Order which 
God has eftablifhed, among the different Ranks and 
natural Subordinations of Being, in the Conftitution 
of the Univerfe, 

For, to anfwer this Purpofe,we need only fuppofe, 
that “¢ as Men by Reafoning and Difcourfe, or by 
“ f{uggefting a Thought, have fuch an Influence 
** over one another, as we fee, without ceftroying 
“< Free-agency ; fo we cannot doubt but fuperior 
‘¢ Intelligences, and free Agents, may have the 
“© fame Power to influence us. But ftill, all fuch 
‘¢ fuperior Influence and Direétion muft be agree- 
«¢ able to the Law of Nature, in the Creature 
‘© which isto be thus governed.” From this laft 
Pofition is inferred the Abfurdity of thofe who talk 
to Men of a fupernacural Light, or of Revelation 
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above Reafon: A Topic, which always makes the 
cood Doétor almoft diftracted ! 

In the thirteenth Seétion he has taken a Fancy to 
tell us, what Judgment we are to form about two 
very important Points, fo often, he fays, and warm- 
ly canvaffed, and thefe are, Divine Affiffance, and 
the Efficacy of Prayer, What he talks aboutthe firft, 
is nothing but what we have had already in the pre- 
ceding Paragraph; and his Account of Prayer, 
which falls within the fourteenth Section, is juft 
like telling us, that a Coach is a Vehicle raifed up- 
on four Wheels, and drawn by Horfes: However, 
we are to regard it as one of our Author’s Difco- 
veries ; of which he has made feveral, about things 
that no Body is ignorant of. 

They, he fays, ‘* who imagine that Prayer 
<¢ confifts in any external Mode, Form, Gefture, 
«© or other Circumftance of Action, know nothing 
‘s at all of the Thing, and might as well do any 
‘s Thing elfe, or play as well as pray.” I am ex- 
a€tly of his Opinion, and queftion whether there 
be a Manin the World that underftands his Lan- 
guage, and differs from him. But whether we are all 
{o well agreed in the Confequence he obvioufly aims 
at here, and in other Expreffions of the like Import, 
I cannot affirm; viz. that the externa] Apparatus 
of Religion is needlefs, nay pernicious. 

But above and beyond all his Difcoveries, com- 
mend meto one, which is in the Page (325) fol- 
lowing that about Prayer ; and this is, that a pro- 
fe/’'d Atheift may be @ true Devotionift, and a 
Lover of God, without knowing or owning ity I 
protelt, Reader, thefe are his very Words ; and,: to 


be ture, thou wilt look upon them either as a mon- 


ftrous Falfehood, or as a Paradox. Lert thy Can- 
dour incline thee to the more favourable Character, 
and hearken to what he offers, that may ferve for its 
Solution. For this Purpofe he fays, 


‘¢ Love 
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«© Love of God, depending on him, feeking 
and owning him in all our Ways, &¢. is no- 
thing elfe but the Love of and Delight in 
Truth, Order and Rectitude. It is the poftponing 
every inferior animal Appetite and Defire, and 
preferring Truth, in the Love of it, to all other 
Gratifications. He who feeks and loves Truth 
for its own fake, feeks and loves God, whether 
he knows and owns it himfelf, or whether others 
may think fo of him or not. For God is Truth 
and Light, and he who loves and feeks Truth 
and Light, loves and feeks God, and will 
be bleffed and rewarded by him with ftill fur- 
ther and further Degrees of Knowledge, Virtue, 
and Happinefs, whether he does it under fuch a 
formal Notion of feeking and loving God or 
no. For we are not to mind Names but Things, 
not Shades, but Subftance and Reality, 

«© A Child may love his Father under all his ef- 
fential, real Characters, and yet hate a Monfter 
which has been drefied up and reprefented to 
him as his Father. A Man may, furely, love 
God, and yet hate a Monfter or an Idol, and, 
in the mean-while, others may condemn him as 
an Atheift, not becaufe he does not feek and 
love the true God, but becaufe he cannot love, 
worfhip, or acknowledge their Idol and falfe 
God, This tsnorare Thing in the World, and 
need not be taken as a Black Swan. 

I have cited our Author’s own Words, and the 


Reader, I dare fay, will think there are enough of 
them. I could furnifh him with more, by quoting 


a 


little further ; but there are fome People fo 


fgueamifh, that you tire them with Repetitions ; 
and therefore I will not wafte the Doétor’s Lan- 


guage. 


But I hope no Body will think much of confi- 


dering his Sentiments. This Love of his is truly 


wonder- 
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wonderful ; it is of a Nature more extenfive than 
that of an Algebraic Canon. That, as I conceive, 
is only a virtual Solution of all fimilar Cafes ; not 
an aétual one, but as particularly applied. A 
Man, who loves Truth and Order, will neceffarily 
love God, fo foon as he is made acquainted with 
him; and he will, for the fame Reafon, love all 
Perfons who, like God, are good: But to fay a 
Man actually loves God, becaufe he is pleafed 
with certain Qualities, which are indeed tranfcen- 
dently in God, but which he does not confider as in 
him, nay denies them to be inany fuch Perfon, and 
even tho’ he actually difclaims the Exiftence of 
fuch a Being; this is a Flight, that more will ad- 
mire than imitate, Had the good Doétor been {a- 
tisfied with faying, that the Bleffed God, who is in- 
finitely exalted above all private Affections, or 
felfifh Views, would love a Soul, delighting in 
Truth and Order, tho’ it had not yet acquired the 
Notion of a Deity, he would perhaps not have 
been contradicted; but as he has determined the 
Matter, People of a lefs daring Imagination than 
his own, may be weak enough to difpute it with 
him. 

Oppofition, as we may fuppofe, in this very 
Cafe, he forefaw ; but, as he is prepared for the 
Encounter, he defpifes it. The fifteenth Seétion 
of the Chapter that we are now upon, opens with 
this Paragraph, ‘* While I am writing in Defence 
“© of God and Providence, and of the eftablifhed 
‘* Jaws and Order of Nature, againft Authority, 
‘¢ pofitive Religion, fupernatural Revelation, and 
‘¢ Miracles, it may be neceffary to anfwer or ob- 
*¢ viate fome very popular Objections which are 
made, and ftrongiy urged by the Gentlemen on 
the other Side, who may be fuppofed to have 
‘ fomething more at Heart than the true Know- 
* ledge of God and Nature, Their Education 
“¢ and 
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«¢ and Intereft lead them to ftand up for Churchi/m, 
«© and their own Church too, whatever it be. This 
«¢ is the Trade they have learned, and by which 
«s they muft get their Bread, and none but an A~ 
‘¢ theift or Infidel would deprive them of it. They 
«¢ have Souls to be faved, and muft live as well as 
<¢ ozhers. 

Here we fee our Author in the nobleft Attitude, 
brandifhing his Pen as the Champion of God and 
Providence, and the eftablifhed Laws of Nature, 
againft thofe hateful Monfters, which from his 
Soul he abominates, viz. Authority, pofitive Reli- 
gion, fupernatural Revelation, and Miracles. This 
is a Spectacle on which the Gods (as a Heathen 
would have faid) muft look down with Pleafure, 
while the venerable Shades of many ancient and 
modern Atheifts, Deifts, €?¢. muft behold his vic- 
torious Conflicts with inexpreffible Joy. 

One of the ugly Chimzras above-mentioned, 
that is, /upernatural Revelation, belches out fome 
Things, which ftir up an extraordinary Fury in the 
Doétor, whenever he hears of them, fuch as the 
Corruption of uman Nature by Adam's Fall, the 
Sacrifice and Satisfaétion of Chrift, a Faith above 
Nature and Reafon, and the Illumination of the 
Spirit. Poifonous Doétrines, that muft make the 
Ears of fuch a Zealot for God as he is to tingle! 
However, having, in the foregoing Parts of this 
Treatife, furnifhed fufficient Antidotes againft their 
Venom, he meddles not with them here, but leaves 
it to us to make a proper Applicatfon thereof. 

Thofe Creatures who have ftupified their Under- 
ftanding to fuch a Degree, as to pay a Deference to 
Scripture, have had, it feems, the Boldnefs to af- 
fert, as the Dictate of Nature and Reafon itlelf, 
that without a fupernatural Revelation we cannot 
account for a God or Providence, or prove that 


God 
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God governs, and will judge the World in Righ- 
teoufnefs. | 

For thus, as our upright Author would perfuade 
us, they argue: ‘* We fee in Fact, and by all Ex- 
<¢ perience, that there is no juft, equal, or righte- 
“< ous Difpenfation of Providence towards Men in 
«¢ this Life. God makes here no Diftinétion be- 
*¢ tween Good and Bad, Virtuous or Vicious, but 
«¢ all Things come alike to all. Nay, Virtue 
€¢ would be the worft Choice or Chance in the 
« World, and muft make a Man a very great 
“<< Loofer, if God was not indebted to him for a 
«© Compenfation hereafter. Immortality, therefore, 
‘© or eternal Life, is not a free Gift from God, 
¢¢ but a Debt due from the Injuftice or unequal Di- 
¢¢ ftributions of his Providence in our prefent State 
«¢ of Exiftence. You fee then, continue they, that 
« the Life and Immortality which is brought to 
«© Light by the Gofpel, is a Matter of Natural 
«< Right, and not of Revelation. And yet you 
«© could have known nothing of it——by mere Rea- 
«¢ fon without Revelation. It is true, that Hea- 
«¢ thens who had no fuch Revelation, all believed 
‘6 a State of future Rewards and Punifhments. 
¢¢ But then they believed it as a Matter of Rea- 
«© fon, without any good Reafon to believe it. 
«¢ But they had not the Certainty of Revelation 
<< and fupernatural Faith, and therefore the wifeft 
«¢ and moft penetrating Men amongft them ex- 
«© preffed themfelves doubrfully about it. But we 
«¢ are fure of it by Revelation, and we are very 
«¢ fure from Reafon, that if it was not fo, God 
“< could not be juft, and no Man could defend the 
¢¢ Wifdom or Equity of his Providence in this Life. 

The Doctor fays, he has here perfonated a mo- 
dern Chriftian Divine, and thinks he has not at all 
mifreprefented him. A Modern Chriftian Divine, 
here, 
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here, fignifies modern Chriftian Divines in general, 
or univerfally. Now I have converfed with feve- 
ral ; yet it never was my Fortune to hear any of 
them talk in this odd Manner: Indeed, their Dif- 
courfe with fuch a one as Dr. Morgan, may be very 
different from what they hold with common Men ; 
which may ferve to account for the Matter. Nor 
has it been my Chance to difcover this wild Stuff 
in any of their Writings: Tho’ here again I muft 
own, that the Dottor’s extraordinary Penetration 
may perceive thofe Things which are to me invifi- 
ble. 

But my Bufinefs is not to difcufs the Genuinenefs 
of his Reprefentation ; I am only to lay it before 
the Reader, and to Jet him know, that he hasegre- 
gioufly expofed the Nonfenfe and Abfurdity of iuch 
Reafoning as he there reprefentatively ufes. But he 
fays the Cafe will never be better, while Reveljation 
muft be fuperior to Reafon. And till it is other- 
wife, i.e. till all Revelation be difclaim’d, we 
may expect fuch Syftems of Divinity, and Claffes 
of Divines, as the Chriftian World has been bleffed 
with for fo many hundred Years. 

In the fixteenth Se¢tion of this laft Chapter, our 
Author applies himfelfto a Point, which has, he lays, 
very much perplexed the Thoughts, and employ’d 
the Refearches of wife and good Men in all Ages: 
And this is, the Origin and Prevalence of natural 
and moral Evil inthe Univerfe. The Heathen Mo- 
ralifts, and Chriftian Divines, have been equally puz- 
zled thereby, and Revelation feems to afford no 
Help in the Cafe, but rather darkens and perplexes 
it more. Well, after thoufands of Years inquiring, 
difputing, and vexing about this abftrufe and trou- 
blefome Queftion, to the Difgrace of human Rea- 
fon, as wellas of Religion; up ftarts Dr. Morgan, 
_and in about fifteen Pages, which might very well 
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be reduced to feven, clears up the whole Affair, 
with fuch Perfpicuity and fuch Evidence, as mutt 
rocure him the never-dying Praifes and Acknow- 
edgements of all Mankind. 

Readers, caft away Lord Shaft/bury, Archbifhop 
King, and the divine Bard who undertook to vin- 
dicate the Ways of God to Man; and attend only to 
the Solution of our illuftrious Pbyfico-Theologer, 
who utters this enfuing Oracle: There is no fuch 
Thing as Evil upon the Whole, God governs the 
World by general and not particular Laws, and 
whatever we complain of, or blame as Evil, cannot 
be mended confiftent with the general Plan and De- 
fign of Wifdom, Truth, and Order in the Creation. 
Hail great Original, what a Secret haft thou here 
unveil’d, which thofe who cannot fee the Wood for 
Trees, could never have difcovered in the Writings 
of the above-named Sages! Let us proceed to furvey 
the Foundation of his Thefis, as it lies at the End. 
of this, and in the three fubfequent Sections: In or- 
der to which, I will remove all that is not necef- 
fary, of chat verbal Covering, in which I find it in- 
velloped: And then it will appear as here fol- 
lows. | 
«© Every Man, who has thought upon this Sub- 
e ject, muft know, that al] Nature is an harmoni- 
“ ous Mixture of utiperifiafes: A Unity of De- 
fign in contriving and adjufting contrary Ele- 
«ments and Qualities, into one compleat eternal 
« Whole, which we call the Creation or Univerfe. 
Sympathies and Antipathies, Pleafure and Pain, 
Light and Darknefs, Heat and Cold, &c. are 
all equally neceffary, and one could not exift, 
with any Unity of Defign, without the other. 
Evil is as neceffary, in Wifdom and Defign, as 
Good ; and Pain as Pleafure. 

‘© Whoever confiders the Conftitution of Nature, 
fo far asour Obfervation can go, muft fee, That 
“© there 
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there is no Pleafure either fenfitive or rational, 
but what arifes from, aud is the Refult of 
Pain. 

«* All Pleafure, fo far as we know any thing of 
it, is the Gratification of Defire ; and Defire is 
in its Nature Pain. If we defired nothing, or 
had no Pain or Uneafinefs, we fhould feek and 
purfue nothing. Without this there could be 
no Senfe or Action, but every Creature would be 
as fenfelefs and unactive as a Stone. : 
This is the Cafe with refpect both to the animal 


and rational Pleafures: In both, Pleafure arifes from 
Pain. ‘* Warming gives us Pleafure, when we are 
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painfully cold, and Cooling when we are uneafi- 
ly hot. But as foon as thefe contrary Senfations 
are reduced to an Equilibrium, we are imme- 
diately, with regard to them, in a State of Indo- 
lence, or Sleep. Itis the fame with reference to 
all the fenfual Appetites: Eating, Drinking, 
Propagation of the Specics, would give us no 
Pleafure at all, were we not prompted to them 
by the preceding Stimulus, or Pain of Hunger, 
Thirft, €?¢c. Wasnot the Pain or Uneafinets to 
precede, there could be no confequent Gratifica- 
tion or Pleafure, no Inducement either to the Ac- 
tion or Enjoyment. 


.“ The fame Law of Nature holds good in our 


moft rational and abftraét Pleafures. The Defire 
and Love of Truth and Order is the intel!eétual 
Paffion, or natural Stimalus to all wife and vir- 
tuous Actions: Without this there could be no 
Difference, as to any Motive or Purfuit, be- 
tween Virtue and Vice, or moral Good and E- 
vil. What would be Truth, what Virtue, if 
not connected with Happinefs in the Defire and 
Purfuit of ic ? Or who would feek it, if his Hap- 
pinefs did not really confift in ic? But fuch is the 
Conftitution of Nature, that Truth and Order 
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‘* are neceffarily conneéted with the Happinefs, the 
‘¢ whole Happinefs of Individuals, whether private 
“¢ or focial. 

But fome perhaps, asthe Doctor notes, will fay, 
that there are many Inftances, in which the Wifdom 
and Juftice of Providence cannot be vindicated, 
from any Thing we can know of it yet, if Things 
fome Time or other were not to take another Turn, 
Providence, they urge, proceeds on no Principle of 
Wifdom or Equity at all in this Life: For here we 
fee Virtue oppreffed, and Vice triumphant; the 
Wicked flourifhing, while the Righteous are hum- 
bled in the Duft, and made the Property of Ty- 
rants and the worft of Men. If therefore there 
fhould not be eternal Happinefs for the Good, and 
eternal Plagues for the Wicked hereafter, there is 
no juftifying the Divine Adminiftration. 

This is the Subftance of the Objection ; now fee 
how politely, not to fay honeftly, the Doétor an- 
fwers for the Almighty. ‘* This is certainly, fays 
«¢ he, a home Charge upon the Deity, and inftead 
‘¢ of taking Life and Immortality as a free Gift or 
© Gratuity trom God, it is demanding it in Point 
© of Juftice, and as a neceffary Compenfation for 
‘«¢ his wrong and unequal Mgafures in Time paft. + 

“¢ Thefe 


a 


+ When our Author reprefents the Arguments of his Adver- 
furies, he does it with fuch ‘l’ruth and Modeity, as raifes the 
higheit Admiration. Thus, in the Inftance here before us, thofe, 
whom he is now difpu ing with, fav, ‘* The Judge of all the 
** Earth muit do right. But to diftrefs the Virtuous, and pro- 
** fper the Wicked, iswrong. In this Life this feems frequently 
** to be the Ca‘e. We conclude therefore, there muft be ano- 
«« ther State after this, in which thefe apparent Contradictions 
«* in the Oeconomy of Providence will be thorough!y reconci- 
« leds and God’s Dealings with the human Race (not fet right, 
*¢ but) fhewn to have been always perfectly right. When it 
«* will be proved to the whole World, that what look’d like a 
«© Want of Power, Wifdom, Equity, or Goodneis in God, 
was but a temporary Diipeniation, to bring about the wilett 
: “* and 
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«© Thefe fanguine Gentlemen have a Demand upon 
s¢ God for a happy Futurity, and they put the 
«< Wifdom and Equity of his Dealings with Man- 
« kind, hitherto, upon the Right of fuch a Claim. 

« But perhaps they have been too rafh in con- 
«< cluding the iniquitous Dealings of Providence in 
«¢ this Life, abftracted from the Confideration ot 
‘any other, In this they feem to forget the grand 
s¢ Principle of all Religion and Virtue, wz. that 
<¢ Virtue is its own Reward, and Vice its own Pu- 
$< nifhment, in thevery Nature of Things, abftract- 
¢ ed from all future Rewards and Puniihments. 

ss Jf the Equity of Providence, in this Life, 
‘cannot be vindicated without fuppofing another 
«© State of things, in which God mutt be obliged 
‘¢ to make fome Compentations, Retributions, and 
« Amendments for what has happened amis, 
‘© and been fuffered to go on wrong here for fo 
‘¢ many thoufand Years; if this, I fay, be the 
‘© Cafe, I doubt our Pofitive-Law, or Revelation 
« Men, mult come off with very little Credic and 
«© Reputation. 

But ftill thefe intolerable Fellows, as the amiable 
Doétor tells us, will go on prattling in this audaci- 
ous Manner: ‘** Providence, for five or fix thouland 
‘© Years paft, has not been directed upon any*Prin- 
“ciple of Reafon or Juftice. And, therefore, 
*¢ unlefs you will indebit the Almighty for a future 
© State of Juftice and Reafon, you have no God 


‘** thofe Phenomena which gave Difguit to fhort-fighted Mor- 
*€ tals. Notwithitanding, God is not obliged to bettow eternal 
** (or any future) Happinefs upon good Men, merely becaufe 
‘** they have been affliéted here; nor is he obliged, in the Way 
** of Debt, to make good Men very happy ; for eur Goodneis 
** feldom, if ever, equals our Enjoyments. But fuch a Conduct 
‘* may be due to the Perfections of his own Nature, to his mo- 
‘“* ral Character.” Does not this Reafoning now perfzétly ac- 
cord with our candid Author’s Reprefentation ! 


‘* and beft Purpofes; and terminating in the very Reverfe of 
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“ at all. You are all Atheifts, and know nothing ot 
‘© God and Nature, if you will not fuffer us to be 
“ the Judges of Revelation above Reafon. Pray 
*< confider, how we have been educated, with what 
*¢ Expence and Care. Confider, how well we have 
‘s ftood by the Gofpel at our own Lofs, what a 
*¢ perfect Harmony we have kept up among our- 
¢ felves; how much we have faved you from any 
‘¢ Doubts or Difficulties about Religion, and how 


*¢ much better you are off, than if you had no {pi- 


«« ritual Guides at all, or paid nothing for it.” 
Defperate Billing/gates, Pll warrant them! Yet our 
meek Author only fays, ‘ All this may be true 
“enough, for I would not difpute any thing 
« with a Prieft or fpiritual Ruler. But the Wifdom 
¢¢ and Juftice of Providence in this Life, or ever 
«© fince the Creation of the World, may be worth 
«¢ debating, even tho’ the Deity had never taken 
«© them into his Privy-Council, 

And now in the nineteenth Section the Debate 
comes on, after a long and laboured Preparation for 
it. The Queftion here is not, the Doctor fays,whether 
the Soul of Man be immortal, or whether there be 
a future State; but whether the unrighteous Diftri- 
butions of Providence in this Life muft infer fucha 
futuré State of juft Retribution, or make the Deity 
accountable for it? And this, he gives us to under- 
ftand, is a Queftion of fuch Confequence, that al- 
moft the whole Proof of Revelation above Reafon 
muft depend upon it. 

I will fubjoin our Author’s Refolution thereof, 
without exactly adhering, however, to his elegant 
Diction. | 
«© The Cavillers, fays he, affert, on the Suppofiti- 
on of there being no Life to come, God mutt be 
unrighteous, or it cannot be proved that there is 
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.¢ any God or Providence at all. But it may be e- 


¢- vinced by Reafon, without any Recourfe to Res 
‘+ velation, 
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¢¢ velation, that this Charge isunjuit. Virtue, tay 
¢ they, is not rewarded, nor Vice punifhed in this 
“ Life, according to the Rules of Wifdom and E- 
 quity. And by this they plainly deny Virtue to 
be the Happineis and Glory, and Vice the Mi- 
‘¢ fery and Shame of Man: Thus throwing oli 
‘¢ the Law and Religion of Nature. 

“© The Affiictions of good, and the Profperity oi 
‘¢ bad Men, have always perplexed weak Minds, 
«6 and prejudiced Reaioners about God and Provi- 
‘© dence. But thefe People are no Judges at all of 
«© Virtue and Happinefs. ‘They conclude concern- 
‘¢ ing both, by outward Appearance only; which 
«© is no proper Rule of Truth. 

‘© might here run over all the natural Confe- 
«¢ quences of Virtue and Vice, and then confider, 
‘© whether a good Man has not bis Reward in hand, 
‘© or whether @ wisked Man need any other Devil, or 
‘© farther Punifhment to plague bim for bis sins. 
“© {f we reflect on the Sanctions of the Law of 
«¢ Nature, as the neceffary Confequences of Vice, 
‘¢ the Rage of ungoverned Paffions, the eternal, 
‘s inceflant Torture of infatiable Defires, the in- 
«¢ ward Stings of Confcience, or Reproaches and 
‘© Lafhes of abufed Reafon, the Pain, Dileates, 
“ Poverty, Shame, Contempt and Ignominy in 
“ Hofpitals, Jails, and at the Gibbet, whici are 
‘¢ the natural Retributions of evil doing; I think a 
‘© Man muft be very malicious, who fhould defire a 
‘¢ further Punifhment, and very uncharitable to 
*¢ pronounce a virtuous Mana Lofer. + But 


t+ If our Author could fall into the Trade of Indulgences, 
they would bring him a vaft Revenue, as his are far more ex- 
tenfive and advantageous than thofe of the Romani/is. ‘Theitr’s, 
I think, reach only to temporary Punifhments; they don’t, for 
aught I can find, liberate a Soul from Hell, or the Fear of it; 
but Dr. Morgan's indemnify from all future Punifhments what- 
foever : For if thofe which the Wicked neceflarily endure in this 


Life, are adequate to their Crimes, it is inconfiftent with God’; 
S 2 Juitice 



























aa tence tana ’ 
TT I NS eR EERE” = 


“at 2 ms 
tf nwa 
eee ee 


al a a 
— ot een 
oe aaa 
EE <a ot 


cts iemeen 


——— 


4 4 
+ ENT EN a RR Guancenil ates 
—_ ¥ oe ee 


eo pe pS 
~ 
wore 


ae ea“ 






254. The Worxsof the LEARNED. Art. 16- 


But it is ftill objeéted, that there is more Evil, 
both natural and moral, than Good in the World, 
more Pain than Plealure, more Ignorance than 
Knowledge, and more Vice than Virtue, which 
could not confift with any wife and righteous Ordi- 
nation. 

This Complaint, the Doétor anfwers, only ex- 
preffes the Pride and Difcontent that every Worm 
is not a Man, every Man an Angel, or every An- 
gel a God.——Thefe acute Reafoners have no- 
thing to find Fault with, but that they did not 
make the World themfelves, and cannot mend it. 

‘© The greateft Malecontents do not blame Pro- 
vidence tor Heat and Cold, Hunger and Thirft, 
the Defire of Procreation, the Love of the Spe- 
«* cies, Care of the Young and Helplefs, &c. be- 
«¢ caufe the Reafon and Neceffity of thefe natural 
‘- Appetites and Inftincts are vifible to every one. 
«« That Pleafure and Pain, in the prefent State of 
“ Things, are neceflary Correlatives, perhaps, 
«« may be allowed, after what has been faid: But 
¢ the great Difficulty is with refpect to moral E- 
‘«< vil, and how God fhould fuffer it without being 
‘¢ the Author, orat leaft approving it. But this 
“© Difficulty vanifhes, if we confider, that tho’ 
‘¢ God’s having Power fufficient to fupprefs all 
“* the Wickednefs in the World, can hardly be 
‘© doubted ; yet this muft be by deftroying Liber- 
“ ty, or making Man a quite different Creature 
“ from what he is, and putting him into a very 
‘¢ different Capacity and Sphere of Action. Now 
this would be deitroying the Unity of Defign, 
‘¢ and breaking in upon the Order-of the whole 
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Juftice to infli& any more on them hereafter ; nor will infinite 
Goodneéfs allow of their/ fuflering more than any, but a very 
malicious Man, could defire——— This Part afthe Doétor’s Book 
might properly enough be entitled, Good News for the greatef of 
Siuiners. 


“¢ Creation. 
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«¢ Creation. For it is as neceffary in the Scale of © 
«¢ Being, which compleats the Unity and Defign 
“© of the whole, that there fhould be a Clats of 
‘© Beings acting in this Sphere or Capacity, as 
‘¢ that there fhould be any other Rank or Clat{s of 
.*¢ Creatures, either above or below us. 

“ The Effects of the Vices and Follies of Man- 
«¢ kind are but partial Evils, and as they are un- 
¢ der the Direction of Providence, they are made 
‘© fubfervient to the beft Purpotes, and often pro- 
«¢ duce the greateft Good. And then thofe very 
« Errors and Vices are their own Correctives. The 
** Pains and Sufferings which they bring with 
és them, and are naturally attended with, are {o 
« many Monitors in the School of Virtue.  Per- 
‘¢ haps more are gained over to the Love and Pur- 
‘6 fuic of Truth and Virtue, by this Way of dear 
«¢ Experience and Suffering, than by any other. 
‘© And thus Providence, by the general Law ot 
«¢ Nature, brings Good out of Evil. 

And now I hope there isa thorough clearing of 
all Doubts, a full End to all the Difficult es, which, 
from the Beginning of the World to this Day, 
have perplexed and embarraffed Mankind, relating 
to the Origin and Sufferance of Evil. And let the - 
Thanks of the whole Earth be given to our excel- 
Jent Author, to whom alone we are indebted, as he 
himfelf affures us, for fo unfpzakable a Benefic. 

But while he is vindicating the prefent O-cono- 
my of Providence, on the Suppo:ision of there be- 
ing no future State of Exiftence, he will nor have 
us infer that he denies the Immortality of the Soul, 
or a future State of Happinefs for good Men. We 
have, he tells us, very ttrong Reafons to believe 
both. Four of thefe Reafons he has beftowed upon 
us, out of the rich Treafury of his Knowledge. 
They are tobe found in the twenty-firft Section of 
the aft Chapter of this invaluable Treatile: “nat 
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that they are none of your thread-bare Topics, the 
Reader will be immediately Satisfied upon my 
naming them. The firft is, Man’s being, by his 
effential Conftitution, a free, intelligent, moral A- 
cent, and fo an accountable Creature. ‘The /econd 
is, the progreffive pene of Reafon and Intelli- 
rence, fir]! tending fo ¢ Jarge itfelf, and take In 
more and more [Truths 77 2 infinitum. The third 1s, 
the moral Charaéter, or the prevailing Love, De- 
fire, and Purfuir of Truth and Order, inftamped 
oY the Deity onthe Soul. The fourth is, the Tri- 
unal of Conicience in every Man’s own Breatt. 

When he has expatiated on thefe Heads, the Doc- 
; Leave of his Readers. He retains to the 

very r that Spiritus Dulcedints et Saptentia, which 
has never deferted him in any of his Performances, 
of whole Affiftances he can boaft, more than 
Socrates could of the Aids of his Genius, The 
prating Priefts, as he terms them, are not forgot- 
ren by him in his laft Moments. He makes an 
honourable mention of the Sadducees among the 
Zew:s, who were Deifts as well as he, and had the 
Honour ee agrecing with him in feveral Points of 
Doétrine, which he ipecifies. He praifes their Virtue 
and Moral ity, astherein far fuperior to the Phars- 
lee’, who Pp etended to a much greater Sanctity, 
i i ¢ Chriftian Clergy, offered the Rewards 
of anotly r W orld, merely to jecure their Interefts, 
anal Jupport thes Avarice and Ambition in this. 
But notwithftanding his afeétionate Commendation of 
the Sudducces, ee very gravely fays, the GosPpEL De- 
IsM, which he has cipoufed, and which he cannot 
bat chink moft rational, is, undoubtedly, preferable 
io the Saddevean Scheme, and muft have had a 
better Effect, bad not the artifice of Priefts defeats 
by jetting up and promifing pofitive Rewards 
and 
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and Punifhments hereafter, for Obedience or Dif- 
obedience to their own pofitive Laws, +- 





+ If the Doétor really anfwers the Character he affumes of a 
Champion for God and true Religion, and if his Scheme be a- 
ereeable to the Divine Conflitutiun of Things, it muit finally 
prevail ; nor can the Artifice of Prieits, or any Efforts of Satan, 
really defeat it: Otherwife, the Enemies of {ruth might blaf- 
pheme, and fay, the Devil had got the Better of GOD and 
Dr. Morgan. 


Thefe Articles, on the Phyfico-Theology of Dr. 
Morgan, were communicated by a Corre{pondent, 
who chufes, I find, to be concealed, with Regard 
to his Name, Profeffion, and Abode; all I can 
fay of him ts, that by the Similitude of the 
MSS. I believe him to be the Perfon who drew up 
the Account of the Treatife on Human Nature, 
which was printed in the Months of November 


and December 1739. 
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ARTICLE XVI. 


A Continuation of the Divine Legation of 
MoseEs. | 


HE Reader had in the laft Month an Epi- 
it tome of the fourth Section of the fecond Vo- 
lume of this excellent Performance ; containing a 
Proof of the high Antiquity of Egyptsan Learning. 
The Courfe of ,his Argument now brings our Au- 
thor to examine an Hypothefis, in direét Oppofiti- 
on thereunto, which hath the incomparable Sir 
Tfaac Newton for its Inventor. In differing from 
him, Mr. Warburton is not unmindtul of his peer- 
leis Merit, as a Philofopher, or has the leaft In- 
tention of detracting from that fublime Character, 
which the whole World has confpired to allow 
him on that Account. But the vafteft Underftand- 
ing has its Bounds, and, what is much more to be 
Jamented, the ftrongeft Mind has its Foible. And 
this Miracle of Science, who fo opened the Courfe 
of Nature to our View, as if he had been imme- 
diately inlightened by the Almighty Creator of it, 
when he came to correct old Time in the Chrono- 
logy of Ezypr, fuffered himfelf to be drawn away 
from the Gofben of Moses into the thickeft of 
the Feyptian Darknefs, by little lying Greek Mytho- 
Jogifts and Story-tellers: So peftilent a Mifchief in 
the Road to Truth is a favourite Hypothefis: For 
it is to be obferved, that Sir [/aac’s Egyptian Chro- 
nology was fafhioned only to fupport his Grecian, 
which he erected on one of thofe noble Conceptions 
peculiar to his amazing Genius. 

But it is not for the Sake of any private Notions, 
that our Author undertakes a Refutation of this il- 
luftrious Writer. It is in Juftice to the Authority 
Oo 
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of the Sacred Writings: His Hypothefis relating 
to the Empire of Egypt contradicting every thing 
therein delivered concerning that ancient People. 

Sir J/zac’s great Argument for the low Antiquity 
of Egypt, Mr. Warburton lays, may be fum’d up 
in this Syllogifm: 


Osrris advanced Egypt from a State of Bur- 
barity to Civil Policy. 
But Ofiris and SesostT ris were the fame. 


Therefore Egypt was advanced from a State 
of Barbarity to Civil Policy in the Time of 


Sefofiris. 


Now the Minor in this Syllogifm being the que- 
ftionable Term, he has employed his whole Dif- 
courfe in its Support. We have nothing to do 
then, Mr. Warburton fays, but to overthrow that 
Support, and fhew that Ofiris and Sefoffris were 
not one, but two Perfons living in very diftant 


Ages. 
The Reafons on which Sir J/aac’s Doétrine is 
founded are thefe, 
1. That Ofris and Bacchus were the fame, was 
generally agreed by the Greeks and Lyypttans, 
and is therefore out of queftion ; and that the 
great Actions related of Sefoffris are true of Se- 
fac, and the Difference between them is only no- 
minal, is affirmed by Fo/ephus. 
2. “ Ofiris and Se/oftris were both Egyptian 
Kings, who conquered #thiopia 3 and there ne- 
ver was but one Agyptian King that was Matte 
ot Ethiopia. 
3. * Both were Egyptian Kings, that with a pro- 
digious Army and {leet invaded and iubdued all 
4fia nor\iward as faras Yanais, and eaftward as 
far as the Judian Ocean. 
4. * Both 
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4. ** Both fet up Pillars in all their Conquefts, 
fignifying what Sort of Refiftance the Inhabitants 
had made: Paleffine, in particular, appears to 
have made little or none to them. 

5. * Both paft over the Helle/pont into Europe, 
met with a ftrong Oppofition in Thrace, and 
were there in great Hazard of lofing their Ar- 


my. 

6. « Both had with them in their Expeditions a 
great Number of Fofter-brothers, who had been 
all born on the fame Day, and bred up with 
them. 

7. ** Both built or exceedingly embellifhed Thebes 
in upper Egypt. 

8. ** Both changed the Face of all Egypt, and 
from an open Country made it impracticable for 
Cavalry, by cutting navigable Canals from the 
Nile to all the Cities. 

9: ** Both were in the utmoft Danger by the Con- 
{piracy of a Brother, 

10. ‘¢ Both made triumphant Enteries in Chari- 
ots, of which Ofris’s is poetically reprefented to be 
drawn by Tygers, Se/oftris’s hiftorically faid to 
be drawn by captive Kings. 

11. ** Both reigned about twenty-eight or thirty 
Years. 

12. ** Both had but one Succeffor of their own 
Blood. 

13. “ Bacchus or Ofiris was two Generations be- 
fore the Yrojaw War: Sefofris was two Reigns 
before it. Again, Se/ac’s Invafion in Fudea in 


* An. P. J. 3743, was about two hundred and 


fixty Years before the Invafion of Egyp# in his 
Succeflor Sethon’s Time by Sennacherib ; and 
from Se/oftris to Setbon inclufively, there are ten 
Reigns, according to Herodotus, which, if twen- 
ty-fix Years be allowed to a Reign, make like- 


* wife two hundred and fixty Years. 


Be- 
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Before Mr. Warburton enters upon the Exami- 
nation of thefe Proofs, he premifes fomething con- 
cerning the Nature of Sir //aac’s Sy/iem, and the 
Quality of his Evidence. Here followsan Abftraé& 
of what he has offered to that Purpofe. 

x. Sir //aac’s Syftem, inftead of being a Support 
or Illuftration of the ancient Hiftory of thefe two 
Heroes, fubverts all that is clear and certain in 
that Hiftory, and adds new Confufion to all that is 
obfcure. The Annals of Egypt were as exprefs for 
the real Diverfity of O/iris and Sefoffris, as the Hi- 
ftory of England is for that of any two of our own 
Country Monarchs. The whole ancient World ac- 
quiefced in the Belief of their Diver/izy ; nor did it 
ever enter the Head of the moft paradoxical Writer 
once tocontradiét it. OurAuthor adds, that this Fa@ 
of their Diftin€tion entirely coincides with all other 
ancient Hiftory ; and has likewife very ftrong colla- 
teral Evidence to evince it, So far as tothe Na- 
ture of the Syftem. But | 

2. The Quality of the Evidence is alfo a juft Pre- 
judice againft this new Chronology. It is chiefly the 
fabulous Hiftory of Greece, as delivered by their 
Poets and Mythologifts. And yet who has nor 
heard of that infinite Diforder, con founding all 
Succeffion of Time, in which the Greek Mythology 
lies involved ? Of all its Prodigies of Falfehood, 
nothing being fo monftrous as its difmembered and 
ill-joined Parts of Time.——But the flender Force 
of this Evidence is {till further weakened, by this 
material Circumftance, that al] the Paflages broughe 
from Mythology to evince this Identity, are contra- 
diéted by a great Number of other Paffages in the 
fame Mythology, nay even in the fame Authors : 
And /afly, are entirely overthrown by Writers of 
great Credit; the Hiftorians of Greece and Egypt. 
Thefe indeed are alfo Part of Sir //aac’s Evidence : 
But 
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~ But for want of hearing them out he has quite mi- 


{taken and mifreprefented their Teftimony. 


Mr. Warburtons 
Obfervations is this, 


Inference from thefe prefatory 
‘¢ We have, inthe Diver- 





. “ ff of Ofris and Sefofiris, a Circumftance of 
Hiftory, delivered in the cleareft and moft in- 
variable Manner, by Annalifts of the beft Autho- 


“~ 
o 


a 
nv 


a 
a) 


rity. 


All fucceeding Ages agreed in the Fact: 


And ftrong collateral Evidence there is to fupport 
it.—A modern Writer thinks fit to bring it into 


queftion. 


And how? Not by accounting for 


the Rife and Progrefs of what he muft needs ef- 
teem the moft inveterate Error that ever was: 
But by laying together a Number of Circum- 
“¢ ftances from ancient History, to prove the Aécti- 


ons of 


Ofiris and Sefoftris to be greatly alike; 


and a Number of Circumftances from ancient 


Fable, 


to prove the Gods, whom he fuppofes to 


be Ofiris, were about the Age of Sefoftris. So 
that all this Writer’s Evidence amounting only, 


at the 


moft, to Difficulties againft acquiefcing in 


the belt eftablithed Fatt of Hiftory; if wecan fair- 
ly account, (confiftently with the Diverfity and 
different Age of thefe two Heroes) for this Same- 
ne/s of their Attions, as recorded by the Hifto- 


Yians ; 


Gods, 


and for this Jow Date of the Grecian 
fuppofed to be the Egyptian Ofiris, as de- 


livered by y the Mythologifts, we do every thing 
neceffary for the entire Subverfion of Sir l/aac 
Newton's Hypothefis, and for the reinftating the 
ancient Hiftory of this Diverfity in its former 
Credit. 


But Mr. Warburton does more ; 


he fhews, from 


the religious Conftitutions of Greece and Egypt, that 
the Errors of Antiquity, with relation to the Cir- 
cumftances of thefe two Heroes, were fuch as hard- 


ly any Circumfpection could avoid. And further 5 
he 
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he makes it appear, by way of Corollary, that this 
Identity of Ofiris and Se/ostris, in its Confequences 
1. CONTRADICTS all ScRIPTURE, and 2. even 
the NATURE OF THINGS, 

He then enters into a particular Examination 
of the foregoing Proof of Sir J/aac’sSyftem. And 
the firit Obfervation he makes upon it is this, that, 
by the fame way of arguing, one might incorpo- 
rate almoft any two Heroes of remote Hiftory. 
To let us fee how eafily this may be effeéted, he 
takes the two firft of ourown Monarchs that occur 
to his Thoughts, King ARTHUR, for In- 
itance, and Wittiam the Conqueror. And 
now let us only imagine, when Britain hereafter 
may be in the prefent Condition of Egypt, fome 
future Chronologer, of another Country, labouring 
to prove thefe Heroes one and the fame, only under 
two different Names, by fuch kind of Arguments 
as thefe : 

1. Arthur and William were both great War- 
riors. 

2. Both were of fpurious or uncertain Birth. 

3. Both were in the Management of public Af- 
fairs in their early Youth. 

4. Both came from France to recover Britain 
from the Saxons, 

5. Both proved victorious in their Expedition. 

6. Both got the Crown of Britain by Election, 
and not by Defcent. 

7. Both had another Kingdom, befides Britain, 
to which they fucceeded by Right Hereditary. 


8. Both went frequently on military Expeditions: 


into France. , 

9. Both warred there with various Succefs. 

10. Both had Half-brothers by the Mother, who 
being made very powerful, and proving guilty of 
manifold Extortions and Acts of Injuftice, were ex- 
emplarily punifhed by them. 

11. Both 
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11. Both had rebellious Sons or Nephews, whom 
they met in the Field, fought with in Perfon, and 
fubdued. 

12. Both reigned upwards of fifty Years. 

13. And both died in War. 

When our Chronologer had fucceeded thus far 
with fimilar CircumStances, it is probable, as Mr. 
Warburton fays, that to fettle a Chronology which 
made for his Hypothefis, he would proceed; and 
prove now, from Similitude of Names, as before 
from Similitude of Attions, that William the Con- 
gueror and William the Third, another Conqueror, 
were the fame Perfon. 

In the foregoing Parallel, the fimilar Circum- 
ftances, in the Lives of Arthur and William, are 
evidently more characteriftic of Ong, than thofe 
in the Hiftory of Ofris and Se/foftris. Yet we 
know that Arthur and William were really two 
Men, of two very diftant Ages. This Inftance 
may convince the Critics and Philologers of how 
little Value this Sort of. Evidence is, on which, 
however, they are apt in many Cafes to ground 
their Decifions. 


Il. 


It may be faid, that in fome Circumftances, the 
Conformity between the two Egyptians is of a ve- 
ry different Nature trom that between the Briti/h 
Monarchs. Our Author readily grants it, and will 
detect the Error of their Identity, from thofe very 
Cicumftances. For tho’? from this Example it ap- 
pears, that a greater Agreement might happen in 
the Lives of two ancient Heroes, than can. be found 
in thofe of Sir J/aac, and their Diverfity be ftill ve- 
ry certain; yet in the prefent Cafe, it muft be owned, 
there are divers {pecific Circumftances of Similitude, 
which could not have arofe but from fome fuppofed 

Identity. 
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Identity. For feveral of the Actions, afcribed to 
both, agree only tothe Time of one: 7. e. as Anti- 
quity has fixed their Times. Thus, the vaft Con- 
quefts over Afia agree well with the Time of Se- 
folris, but very ill with that of Ofris. And, on 
the contrary, the Invention of uleful Arts, very 
well with the Time of Ofis, but very il! with that 
of Se/ofris. However, from this Conformity, Sir 
Lfaac concludes, Ofiris and Se/c/tris were the fame. 
And our Author confeffes, that it feems to have 
fprung from fome Identity or other. For there are 
two, viz. Of Perfon, andof Name. Sir J/aaccon- 
tends for the firft ; ** butas that contradiéts all An- 

tiquity, if the Conformity of their AGtions can 

be accounted for by their Ldentity of Name, and 

that Identity proved very probable, it may be 

concluded, the Conformity arofe from thence: 

And, confequently, that all Sir J/zac’s Argu- 

ments for their Jdentity of Perfon make direét- 

ly againft him: For if the Conformity is owing 
‘ to nominal Identity, they were two Pertons,” 
And this Mr. Warburton endeavours to prove. | 
have fubjoined the Heads of his Argument. 

I. The old Egyptians were accuitomed to cal! 
their later Heroes after the Name ot their earlier 
Gods. ‘They were not fingular in this Practice, 
The Affyrians and many other Nations did the 
fame. For the original Ufe of it was to fupport 
nafcent Hero-Worfhip. But there was another 
Caufe of it, more peculiar to early Keypt; cz. 
the Doétrine of Tranfmigration, This, when they 
faw a Character remarkably refembling that cf 
fome primitive Hero, inclised them to fuppoie it 
to be indeed the old Soul that had taken up a new 
Refidence ; and therefore they very juitly honoured 
the prefent Hero with the Name of the paft. Nay, 
even the leaft corporeal Refemblance was fome- 
times fufficient to produce the Effect in Queftion. 
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To apply this now to the Cafe of Sir J/aac’s He 
roes.. Ofiris was the great Lawgiver of the Egyp- 
tians, and the Founder of their Monarchy. Se/o- 


firis vaftly extended and ennobled theirEmpire; and 


was likewife the Inventer of many beneficial Infti- 
tutions. If ever therefore there was a Reafon for 
this Ufage taking Place, it was here; where the 
Refemblance was fo remarkably ftrong. And if 
Sefoftris was fprung from Ofiris, as we are told, 
there was a further Ground for calling him by the 
Name of his great Progenitor. However, that it 
was given him is highly probable. And this Sup- 
pofition will clearly account for all that Likenefs, 
which inclined Sir //aac to affert their Identity. 

For having beftowed on them the fame Name, 
without the Diftinétion of fir/? and /econd, Pofterity 
frequently confounded them ; giving the Actions of 
Ofiris to Sefoftris, and vice verfa, But taking no- 
thing from either, their Hiftories foon became the 
fame. ‘* And, in this mutual transferring of one 
“¢ another’s Actions, feveral being given to both, 
** entirely difcordant to either’s Age, we are enabled 
“to difcover the true Caufe of this Conformity ; 
«¢ and further to prove that that which evidently 
“© might be, really was, the Caule. 

Thus Ofris, becaufe Sefoffris was fo, is made a 
great Conqueror, at a Time when Egypt was but 
juft emerging from a State of Barbarity into civil 
Policy; and long before feveral of thofe Nations 
he was faid to conquer were in being. Again, 
Scfoftris, becaufe Ofiris was fo, is made the Inventer 
of Arts, and the Civilizer of a rude and barbarous 
People, to whom he delivered the Elements of Po. 
licy and Religion, many Ages after they had been 
a flourifhing Empire. A Truth fo well known to 
the Ancients, that, feeing thefe Things recorded of 
Sefofiris, they reafonably underftood O/iris to be 
meant by it. 
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It may be of Ufe to us here to obferve, that this 
ancient Practice, of calling later Heroes by the 
Name of earlier, whether of their own or other 
Countries, brought much greater Confufion into 
fome of their Hiftories, than into this of Ofris and 
Sefoftris; as making the Ancients themfelves ima- 
gine an Identity where there was none, as in Bace 
chus, Neptune, Hercules, Mars, Venus, Minos, 
€?c. which popular Miftakes Sir //aac Newton em- 
ploys to fupport another imaginary Identity which 
they never dreamt of. From this State of Antiqui- 
ty our Author infers, Fir/t, ** That notwithftand- 
‘“¢ ing the Conformity in the Hiftories of Ofris and 
‘* Se/oftris, there is great Reafon to fuppofe their 
‘s rea] Difference, becaufe the fame kind of Con- 
‘© formity arifing from the fame Miftake, is found 
‘¢ in the Stories of many other ancient Heroes cer- 
‘¢ tainly different.” Secondly, ** That there mutt 
*« have been, in Antiquity, fome very convincing 
‘© Proots of the real Diverfity of Ofiris and Se/o- 
“© Sris, to keep themas it did perpetually diftinét, 
“ notwithftanding the Conformity in their Hifto- 
“© ries; when the fame kind of.Conformity had re- 
“ duced two or more Bacchus’s, Hercules’sand Mi- 
“¢ yos’s into one,” The Ancients being ex- 
tremely fond of fuch Coalitions, as appears particu- 
larly in the Cafe of Bacchus, whole Hiftory Mr. 
Warburton comes now to confider, 

For Sir J/aac makes ufe of the Grecian My- 
thology to corroborate the Evidence which he des 
duces from the Ezyptian Hiftory for the Identity of 
his Heroes; in which Mythology, Bacchus is deli« 
vered to us as one with Ofiris: And at the fame 
Time being but rwo Generations earlier than the 
Trojan War, the very Age of Sefoffrts, this, in his 
Opinion, reduces all threeco one. To dilcover the 
general Caufe of this and all other the miftaken Iden- 
iisies of the Greeks, Mr. /Varourton traces the 

4 Relivo 





> 






















































268 The Works of the LEARNED. Art. 17, 





Religion of that People from its Original. His 
Refearches into this Matter are, as ufual, extremely 
curious, What follows is a very brief Synopfis of 
what he has favoured us with upon this Head. 

Civilized Greece received its Religion from E- 
gypt. This is commonly fuppofed to have been 
done by adopting the very Egyptian Gods them- 
felves. But this is a capital Miftake. It was 
Jong after their Acquaintance with Egypr, that they 
began to worfhip the Gods of that Nation. In the 
barbarous Ages of Greece, their Gods were the 
heavenly Luminaries. But on their vifiting Egypr, 
to learn the Arts of Policy, they there found a new 
Species of Idolatry, the Worfhip of dead Men. 
This they greedily embraced ; and fo began to wor- 
fhip dead Men deified. Thus far is agreed ; the 
Queftion is whether their Object were Egyptian He- 
ro-Gods, or Hero-Gods of their own making, in I- 
mitation of the others. The common Opinion is for 
the former, our Author endeavours to prove the lat- 
ter Suppofition, The Sum of his Argument is this, 
Hero-Worfhip neceffarily introduced the Idea of 
local tutelary Deities; for thofe Heroes were the di- 
ftinguifhed Benefactors of their own Country, and 
deified on that Score. Now, Men would naturally 
think and teach, that the Care of their Heroes, be- 
come Gods, was ftill, as in Life, confined to their 
owndear Country. Such a kind of tutelary Dei- 
ties, therefore, the Lzyptians would be fo far from 
offering to the Ufe of others, that they would be 
careful to keep them to themfelves. And as they 
would be averfe to lending, fo the Greeks would be 
as little inclined to borrowing ; for they had by this 
time Heroes of their own; thofe Godlike Men, 
who had reduced them from a favage to a civilized 
Condition, and had incited them to the Improve- 
ment of their Policy by importing the Egyptian 
Viidom., And as little would thofe Legiflarors, 
who 
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who brought that Learning home to them, be dif= 
pofed to offer them Egyptian Gods; knowing how 
prejudiced they muft be in Favour of Deities made 
of their own Parents and Fellow-citizens, But if 
this were the Cafe, as the Reafon of the Thing 
here fhews it to be, and our Author afterwards 
proves it to be plain in Faét, it may be afked what 
then was the Religion which all agree the Greeks 
borrowed of the Egyptians ? He anfwers, the Cuf- 
tom in general only of deifying their dead Benefac- 

tors. But again, if fo, and the Bacchus, Apolle, 

Fupiter, Sec. firft worfhipped by the Greeks, were 

indeed Grecian Deities, it will be farther afked, 

how came their Refemblance to the Egyptians to be 

fo great, as that later Times fhould commonly 

think them the fame? There were feveral Caufes of 
this Refemblance. Mr. Warburton enlarges on the 

tour following : 

1. When Greece borrowed of Egypt the Supertti- 
tion of Hero-Worfhip, they would, of Courfe, 
borrow fuch of their Rites and Practices as were 
peculiar to that Superftition; and adapt to them 
all, or each of their own Hero-Gods, as beft fuited 
every one’sCharacter. But this Re/emblance, even 
without a ftudious Application of Egyptian Rites, 
muft have arifen from the very Praéfice itfelf of He- 
ro-Worfhip. This Obfervation is confirmed by 
the Cafe of the Gauls and Suevi; who were Hero- 
worfhippers, but did not, like the Greeks, derive 
that Species of Idolatry from Egypt, being indebe- 
ed for it to nothing but the Corruption of our com- 
mon Nature. Nowthe Gods of thefe Barbarians, 
and their Rites, refembled thofe of the Greeks and 
Romans fo perfeétly, that thofe People thought them 
to be the fame with their own, only under differene 
Names. ‘* Now if the Gods of thefe Barbarians, 
«s tho’ different in Name, were for this Refem- 
“© blance miftaken for the Gods of another People, 
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* with whom they had no -Commerce ;_ what 
s¢ Wonder was it that the Grecian Gods, who had 
¢¢ the fame Names as thofe of a Nation with which 
© Greece held a perpetual Correfpondence, fhould, 
¢ for the like Refemblance, be thought to be origi- 
“ nally Eeyptian. 
"9, When the Greeks borrowed Egyptian Rites to 
enrich their Worfhip, they borrowed Egyptian 
Names of Honour to adorn their Gods. Thus, 
for Inftance, the Nameof Bacchus, one of the Ap- 
pellations of Ofiris, was given to the Son of Se- 
mele. Mr. Warburton here quotes a remarkable 
Paffage from Hercdotus, trom which he deduces fe- 
veral Propofitions ; which, befides their Proof of 
the Matter in queftion, are very corroborative of 
his general Explanation of Antiquity. For it ap- 
pears from thence, Firff, Which is the Point to be 
proved, that the Greeks borrowed the Names of 
the Egyptian Gods, by the Hands of the Pela/gi- 
ans. 2. Thatthey received nothing but the Names, 
with which they honoured their own Gods, 3. That 
they were fo far from being difpofed to adopt Egyp- 
tian or Alien Gods, that they would not fo'much 
as venture on their Names, uil they had confulted. 
the Oracle. 4. That this Religion of Names came 
in with //ero-Worjoip. 5. That this Relig:on of 
Names was of much Confequence in the Leyptian 
‘Superftition, and even Charaéeriftic of it: Which 
the Reader is defired to obferve, as of Ufe to ex- 
plain fome Paffages in the next Section, concerning 
the Propenfity of the L/raelites to that Superftition, 
6. That one Caufe of the Greeks Ignorance of the 
Oricinal, Nature, and Species of their Gos, was,. 
tat thofe Names which the Pela/gians had applied 
ty their nataval Divinities, the Greeks, their Suc- 
_ceffors, transierred to their Aero-Gods. To pro- 
ceed, 
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3. The Greeks not only borrowed the Names, 
but likewife the SymBots. of the Egyptian Gods, 
and adapted them to theirown. How natural this 
was, we fee by the Behaviour of the J//raelites in 
the Wildernefs, while Mo/fes was in the Mount, 
who, running back into Egyptian. Superftitions, 
would worfhip the God of their Fathers, under an 
E:yptian Symbol. And not only fo, but.by Egypri- 
a: Rites likewife, Zhe People fat down to eat and 
to drink, and rofe up to play. | | 

‘¢ This then was the whole of what Greece bor- 
“¢ rowed from the Egyptians in Matter of Religion, 
<¢ when it firft learnt the Mode of Hero-Worfhip 
“ from that fuperfticious People.” But, our Au- 
thor adds, 

4. It muft be owned, that foon after they did a- 
dopt ftranger Gods, At firft the Occafion was rare, 
and the Worfhip particular. For Inftance, the 4the- 
zians being relieved in a grievous Famine with Corn 
from Egypt, in Gratitude, made J/is the Patron 
Goddefs of their Myfteries. Another Caufe of 
this Adoption was their Migrations: Each Colony 
thinking itfelf obliged to worfhip the God of the 
Place it fettled in, But, in After-times, the Greeks 
naturalized all the greater Gods of Egypt. 

Thus we fee what occafioned the Miftake a- 
moneft the /ater Greeks, that their Gods were ori- 
ginally Egyptian. ** For, underftanding the Rites, 
‘¢ the Names, and the very Symbols of their Gods 
“< to be borrowed from thence, they concluded the 
“ jame of the Gods themfelves: And with good 
‘*¢ Appearance of Reafon, as they found, too, that 
“* the Ages, immediately preceeding theirs, had 
« certainly adopted Egyptian Gods. Now when this 
«¢ Opinion was once generally embraced, they 
‘s would, of Courfe, make a Legevd for their Gods 
‘*s conformable to the Egyptian Hiftory of them, 
‘¢ and this accounts for their making. their Bacchus 
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* but two Generations earlier than the Trojan War, 
« which he was; and yet O/iris the Conqueror of 
“ India, which he was not. But all their foberer 
*¢ Hiftorians perceived the Abfurdity ; and fo, 
“ reafonably, fatisfied themfelves in fuppofing two 
“  Bacchus’s : While yet they could give but a very 
“ imperfect Reafon of a double Bacchus. Which 
*¢ enabled Sir Zaac the more eafily to evade 
¢¢ their Solution, by only fuppofing it their wrong. 
‘© ‘Notion of the high Antiquity of Zzypt that made. 
<¢ them fplit one, Bacchus into two. Buthe miftakes 
«© the Cafe. They were. the Greeks of earlier times 
« which worfhipped two Bacchus’s. And it was 
«¢ Tate before they incorporated them into one, 
«¢ Now had the Caufe of their Duality been what 
‘s the great Writer fuppofes, the Fact had been juft 
«¢ otherwife 3 and earlier Times had worfhiped one 
« Bacchus, andthe Jater, two. The Truth then ts 
« this, when they. firft worfhipped Hero-Gods, 
« they had but one Bacchus, Hercules, 8c. and 
«< thefe were Grecian. Afterwards, borrowing the 
“ Egyptian Gods, they. had, two of each. And at 
Jength, through Caufes explained under the nexe 
Head, the two of each were again reduced to 
“¢ one,”” For Mr. Warburton fhews, that Defign, as 
well as Miftake, contributed to the confounding the 
Greek Bacchus with the Egyptian. 

But Sir /aac, as our Author fays, makes an- 
other Ufe of the Grecian Mythology, to fapport 
his Syftem. He confiders the Geneaiogies of their 
Gods and Heroes, and finds them to coincide with 
the Time of Se/foSrig: A further Evidence of the 
Truth of his Conia. Now tho’ in anfwer to 
this, Mr. Warburton fays, it were fufficient to al- 
ledge, in agreement with all who have confidered 
their Character, that the Mythologifts are fo infi- 
nitely fabulous and contradiétious, that nothing 
can.be certainly concluded from their Accounts, in 
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the Regulation of ancient Time; yét that they may 
never appear again among Withefles of Credit, or 
in Matters of fober Hiftory, he endeavours to lay 
open the Sources from whence thofe Accounts a- 
rofe, on which the low Date of the Ezyptian Gods 
is founded. He expatiates on thefe two, which I 
only mention. 

1. The firs was the Addrefs of the Egyptian 
Priests, to fcreen their Hero-Worhhip from the In- 
quifition of the Curious. 2. The /econd was the 
{trange Vanity of the Greeks in preténding, at 
length, to be original to the Egyptians. 

Hitherte Sir J/aac was drawn in by Antiqui- 
ty, obfcured with theSoil of Mythology. But the 
greateft Part of his Reafoning on thefe Genealogies, 
is buile on an’ Frror of his own. The Age pre- 
ceeding the Deftruétion of Zroy is full of the Loves 
of the greater Gods, who fupplied that Expédition 
with their kindred Heroes. Sir J/aac, who fuppo- 
fed, as well he might, on phyfical Confiderations, 
that the Gods and Goddeffes left off getting and 
bearing of Children when they died, concludes 
from thé mythologic Account of their Off-fpring, 
that they muft needs have lived but two or three 
Generations before the War of Zroy. But he might 
have feen, on the moft carelefs Survey, ‘* that 


“* one of the effential Attributes of a Pagan God. 


‘© was getting Baftards: And that for one he real- 
** ly had in his Life, his Worthippers fathered an 
‘© hundred upon him after his Deceafe.”” Every Age 
of the World then {warming with the Progeny of their 
Gods, Sir //aac’s Conclufion, from the Time of their 
Sons and Grandfons to their own, is altogether fale 
lacious. But as, in thefe Inquiries, our Author has 
{till attempted to account for the Fables of Antiqui- 
ty, in order to unveil their feveral Natures, and pre- 
yent their future Mifchief, fo he now confiders the 
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Origin of thefe, relating to the celeftial Race. The 
Grounds of them he infifts on are thefe: 

1. The Contrivance of Wives to hide their A- 
dultery, and of Virgins to excufe their Incontinence; 
Divers Examples of this he produces. 2. The 
Ambition of the pretended Off-{pring themfelves, 
to fupport their Authority amongft their barbarous 
Followers or Subjects. 3. The Flattery of Syco- 
phants and corrupt Courtiers. 4. A mere Figure 
of Speech in the Eaftern Phrafeology: Which, to 
exprefs the Qualities of the Perfon fpoken of, call- 
ed a great Warrior the Son of Mars; a beautiful 
Woman the Daughter of Venus; and the like. 

Thofe falfe Faéts therefore, and the miftaken 
Conclufions drawn from.them, by Sir //aac, to fup- 
port the Identity of Ofris and Se/ofris, being de- 
tected; general Tradition, which vouches for their 
real Diverfity, is reinftated in its Credir. | 


If. 


Mr. Warburton having thus proved the Error of. 
Sir Jfaac Newton’s Conclufion, with refpect to the 
Identity of Ofirts and Sefoftris, from the Falfehood 
of his Premifes, he now begins at the other End, 
and demonitrates the Falfehood of his Premifes 
from the Error of his Conclufion. 

He has, in the third and fourth Sections of this 
Book, fhewn at large, from facred Scripture, il- 
luftrated and confirmed by profane Antiquity, that 
Egypt was a polite and powerful Empire at the E- 
ereffion of the //raelites; this alone, he fays, is 
enough to fubvert Sir Z/aac’s whole Syfiem. But 
for the Reader’s entire SatisfaGtion, he takes a brief 
View of the inevitable Confequences of the fuppo- 
fed Identity of the abovefaid Heroes. And thefe 
are juch as this great Author has ventured to own, 

or 
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or fuch as, for their obvious Falfehood, he was ob- 
liged to pafs over in Silence. 

He begins withthe latter. The Sum of what he 
fays under this Head is this, That thofe very Hifto- 
ries on which Sir J/aac builds his Jdentity, make O- 
firis and his Wife J/s to have invented feveral bene- 
ficial Arts, but two Generations before the Trojan 
War, and full five hundred Years after the Exodus : 
But if Ofiris were Sir Lfaac’s Sefostris, then mutt 
his Syftem be grounded on Hiftories that are in di- 
rect Oppofition to the Scripture, which affigns thofe 
Inftitutions a much earlier Origin. Sir J/zae was 
fenfible of the Abfurdity that would follow the Ad- 
miffion of thofe Facts on which this Inference is 
founded, and therefore did not receive them into 
his new Syftem, but paffed them over in Silence: 
Yet, having the fame Authority with thofe from 
which he concludes the Identity in Queftion, he 
ought to have received them, or rejected thofe he 
has received, and the Jdensety along with them, 
which is fupported only thereby. 

Some of thofe Confequences of the fuppofed I- 
dentity which Sir J/faac has thought fit to efpoufe, 
are thefe, that Jnftruments of War, Horfes for milje 
tary Service, animal Food, the exalt Diftribution cf 
Property, Alphabetic Letters, and the well-peopling 
of Egypt, were all the Product of the Age of his 
Sefofivis. Mr. Warburton proves him miftaken 
in all thefe Particulars. I will barely mention thofe 
Topics on which he very judicioufly enlarges in the 
Retutation of this illuftrious Chronologer, . 

1. Sir J/aac fays, Vulcan, who lived even to the 
Times of the Trojan War, invented Armour, and 
was, on that Account, deified by the Zeyptians. This 
fo manifeftly contradiéts the whole Bible, that it 
would be trifling to offer ata formal Difproof of it. 
it can as ill be reconciled to Homer, who feems. in- 
deed to make Vulcan the Inventer of Arms; but, 
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at the fame Time, makes both him, and his In- 
vention, the Product of a much earlier Age. It ap- 
pears by the //iad, that military Weapons had been 
long in Ufe: And Vulcan and his Wife Venus, 
Deities of old ftanding. Now if military Wea- 
pons, at the Time of the Zrojam War, had been in 
long Ufe among the Greeks, it is impoffible they 
fhould have been, as Sir J/aac fuppofes, but ju/t in- 
ventedin Egypt. 

2. Sir [/aac makes Sefostris’s Conqueft of Libya 
the Occafion of furnifhing Egypt with Horfes. But 
this directly contradicts Holy Scripture, which affures 
us that Country abounded in them long before. Pha- 
roab had in his Hoft, that purfued the J/raelites, fix 
hundred chofen Chariots, and all the Chariots of E- 

pt. The Egyptians purlued after them, all 
the Horfes and Chariots of Pharaoh aad his Hor/e- 
men, &c.+ Sir Ifaac feems to have been aware of 
this Evidence againft him, and ‘endeavours to turn 
it on the Side of his Hypothefis. Jn the Days of 
Moses (fays he) al? the Chariots of Egypt, with 
which Pharaoh purfued Ifracl, WERE BUT SIx 
Hunprep.* ‘Fhis, our Author notes, is a 
itrange Miftake. The fx Hundred, mentioned in 
the Place quoted, are éxprefly fard to be the chofen 
Chariots, that is, the King’s Guards ; for that over 
and above thefé, ai the Chariots of Egypt, an in- 
definite Number, went on the Purfuit; and befides 
all thefe, an Army of Horfemen \ikewile, 

However, by Sir J/aac’s own Confeffion, Egypt 
abounded with Horfe, earlier than the Time he here 
affigns. For the vaft Number of Phjliftine Horfes 
brought into the Field, in the fecond Year of the 
Reign of Sasi, in an Army of thirty thoufand 
Chariots and fix thoufand Horfemen, came all, in 


+ Exod. xiv. v. 6, 7, 9-23. * Exod, xiv. 7. 
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Plenty of Horfe in the Time of Sau/, how can it be 
that they were furnifhed from Libya in the Time of 
Scfac ? 

‘oo there is another Circumftance. in facred Hi- 
ftory, that fhews Egypt to have had Plenty of 
Horfes ftill much earlier; this is Deut. xvii, 16. 
which Injunction, tho’ perfonally direéted to the 
future Kings of the J/raelites, did, as Mr. War- 
burton evinces, refpect the Fudges, and was exactly 
obferved by them, in the fame rigorous Manner as 
by the Kings afterwards, From whence it follows, 
that the Traffick with Egypt for Horfes was very 
common in the Days of Mo/es and Fofhua. Confe- 
quently Egypt was not firft furnifhed with Horfes 
from Libya, inthe Time of Sir L/aac’s SefoStris. 

To add Strength to this Reafoning, as well as 
Light to the Law itfelf, above quoted, Mr. War- 
burton inquires more particularly into the Reafons of 
it, which, he fhews, are fo weighty and various, as 
loudly to proclaim the Divinity of its Author, 
When he has reprefented thefe with that Force and 
Beauty, which ufually attend his Arguings, he ap- 
peals to the Reader, how little Caufe Sir Jac had 
tor faying that Se/oftris’s Conqueft of Libya was the 
Occafion of Egypr’s being furnifhed with Horfe, fo 
as to fupply the neighbouring Countries. _ But more- 
over, be notes, the Inftance was very ill chofen. 
For this very Se/oftris, whom he makes the Author 
of this Benefit to Egypt, did, by filling the Country 
with Canals, deprive them of all Ufe of their 
Horfe, with which, till this Time, it fo much a- 
rca ; but which, from henceforth, we hear no 
snore of. 


+ Chron. p. 167. 


3. Again, 


his Opinion from Egypt. - Now if they had fuch | 
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3. Again, in confequence of the fame Syftem, 
Sir J/aac feems to think that animal Food was not in 
Ufe amongft the Egyptians till about Srfo/iris’s 
Time. Now, whoever brought in the easing of 
Flefh,did it, as we are affured from Scripture, betore 
the Time of Fofepb. That they did feed upon Fleth 
then, our Author proves from Pharaoh’s Baker’s 
Dream, compared with Yo/epb’s Interpretation ; 
from the Defcription of this Patriarch’s Entertain- 
ment of his Brethren ; and from an Expreffion of 
the J/raelites, murmuring for Flefh in the Wilder- 
nefs of Sin, Exod. xvi. 3. 

4. He fuppofes that the exact Divifion of the 
Land of Egypt into Property, was firft made in 
the Time of Sefofris. Mr. Warburton defires us to 
confider how impoffible it 1s to reconcile this with 
the Account of Fo/feph’s Adminiftration, as it is 
fer down in Gen. xlvii. 20, & eq. 

There we have the Deicription of a Country ve- 
ry exactly cantoned into private Property. And 
indeed if this had not been, then, fettled with the 
utmoft Exactnefs, what Occafion had Yo/ephto re- 
cur to that troublefome Expedient of tranfplanting 
the People, reciprocally, from one End of Egype 
to the other? It wasto fecure Pharaoh in his new 
Property, by defeating the ill Effects of that Fond- 
nefs which People naturally have to their old paternal! 
Inheritance, But what Fondnefs have Men for one 
Spot rather than another of Lands lying in com- 
mon? Further, if private Property had not been 
well fettled, how could Fo/eph have exacted from 
Particulars a Fifth of the Produce of their Lands, 
as he did for Pharaoh? + 

But befides its Contradiction to Scripture, this 
Fancy of Sir J/aac’s is oppofite to Reafon. It does 


+ See the Paffage in Gen. afore referred to. 
not 
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not in the leaft follow from this fimple Fa& of Se- 
foftris dividing the Country of Egypt by Canals, 
that he was the firft who there introduced Surveying 
and Geometry. The Caufe of making thefe Ca- 
nals, was to drain the fwampy Marfhes of this vaft 
Level, and to render the whole labourable. But 
an Undertaking of this Nature fuppofes a People 
want Room: And that never is, till private Pro. 
perty has been well fettled, and the Necefiaries of 
Life, by the Advancement of civil Arts, vaftly in- 
creafed. And then, on the other hand, Ground, 
once divided by fuch Canals, had far lefs Occafion 
for future Surveys than before. So that had not 
this People found out Geometry before this new 
Divifion, ’tis probable they had never found it out 
at all. 

5. The next Inference Sir J/aac draws from his 
Syftem is, that Letters were unknown in Egypt till 
the Time of David. Fora full Confutation of this 
Pofition, Mr. Warburton is content to refer the 
Reader to what he has occafionally obferved, tho’ 
to other Purpotes, in his Difcourfe of the Egyptian 
Eieroglyphics. 

6. Laftly, Sw Ifaac fays, that Egypt was fo 
thinly peopled before the Birth of AZofes, that Pha- 
vaoh faid of the //raclites, Behold the Children of 
L/racl are more and mightier than we, and that to 
prevent their multiplying, and growing too Strong, 
be caufed their male Children to be drowned. Yet 
this Country, fays Mr. Varburton, fo thialy peopled 
at Moles’s Birth, was, as we find from Scripture, 
fo vaftly populous, by that time he was fent on his 
M Sion, that it could keep in Slavery fix hundred 
thoufand Men befides Children: A Circumftance 
quite rreconcileable with Sir Z/aac’s Notion. But yet 
he fupports himfelf on Scripiure allo.—— Ezypor was 
fo thinly peopled —~ that Pharaoh {eid behold the 
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tier thanwe. But Mr. Warburton thews, this more 
and mightier, fignify more prolific and healthy. 
And that was in Truth the Cafe: The Egyptians be- 
ing very Juxurious ; while the Condition of the // 
yaelites, forcing them to a laborious and abftemious 
Way of Living, rendered them more healthy and 
fruitful. For this Reafon the King exprefles his Fear. 
But of what? Not of their fubduing their Mafters, 
but ef their efcaping out of Bondage; which, even 
to the very Time of their Egreffion, was the fole 
Object of the Egyptians Apprehenfion. 

When Mr. Warburton has from thefe Topics e- 
vinced the Contrariety of Sir //aac’s Syftem to fa- 
cred Antiquity, he undertakes, in the next Place, 
to evince the Repugnancy of it, even to1TsELF. 

By the Ancients cafually confounding the di- 
ftinét Actions of Ofiris and Sefostris with one ano- 
ther, each came to be, at the fame Time, the Jn- 
venter and Perfefter of the Artsof Life. This, 
which might have led Sir 7/aac to difcover the anci- 
ent Error in their Hiftory, ferved only to confirm 
him in his own, as placing the Invention of Civil 
Arts low enough for the Support of his general 
Chronology. Whereas the making their Invention 
and Perfection the Product of the fame Age, is 
_ dire€tly oppofite to the very Nature of Things. 
Whoever examines the Hiftory cof Mankind will fee, 
that the Advances, from an emerging Barbarity, 
through civil Policy, to refined Arts and Manners, 
have been ever the gradual Progrefs of fucceflive 
Ages. Yet thefe, in Confequence of the Identity 
of his two Heroes, Sir //aac makes to ipring up, 
to flourifh, and come to their Perfeétion, all 
within the Compafs of one fingle Reign; or rather, 
what is ftill more intolerable, he makes this extra- 
ordinary Age of Se/oftris to be dittinguifhed from 
all others by an ixfeparable Mixture of favage and 
pelifhed Manners. 


But 
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But the Inconfiftency of Sir [/aac’s Syftem is 
ftill further exemplified by our Author in two In- 
ftances: One taken from his Account of the State 
of War during this Period ; the other from his Ac- 
count of the State of Architefure. 

1. Sir J/aac, haying made the Egyptian Hercz- 
les to be Sefoffris, is forced to own that the War 
in Libya was carried on with C/ubs. Yet this, ac- 
cording to his Computation, was after Sefofris’s 
Conqueft of the Troglodytes and Eshiopians, was 
after his Father’s building a Fleet on the Red Sea, 
with which he coafted Arabia Felix, went into the 
Perfian Gulpb, and penetrated even into Judia ; 
and but a little before Se/oftris’s great Expedition 
for the Conqueft of the habitable World: When we 
fee him fet out with the moft magnificent Re- 
tinue, and Apparatus of War, find him defeat 
creat Armies; fubdue great Kingdoms, (fuch as 
Judea, where all kind of military Arms had been 
in Ufe for many Ages;) people large Cities; and 
leave behind him magnificent Monuments of his 
Power and Opulence. 

2. Again, Sir J/aac fays, that Zoforthrus or A/- 
culapius, an Egyptian of the Time of Se/fo/tris, 
found out Building with fquare Stones, Yet his 
Cotemporary, Se/o/fris, hetells us, built a Temple 
in the capital City of every Nome whereinto he had 
divided Egypt. And foon after, Amenophis, the 
third trom him, built Memphis, a Palace at by- 
dus, the Mfemnonia at This and Su/a, and the mag- 
nificent Temple of Vulcan in Memphis. 

This ftrange Mixture of Barbarity and Polite- 
nefs, Strength and Impotence, Riches and Poverty, 
is fuch an Inconfiftency in the Character of Ages, 
as becomes only the wild Imagination of thofe Poe- 
tic Fabulifts from whence it is collected. 

And thus the Minor of Sir J/aac Newton’s general 
Argument, that Ofiris and Scloltris were the fame, 
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is overthrown, For, 1. It hath been proved, that 
the Premifes, he employs in its Support, do not 
infer it. 2. That the Confequences of his Congjy/;- 
on, from it, contradict facred Scripture and 3. The 
very Nature of Things. So that our Author’s firft 
Propofition, viz. That the Egyptian Learning cele- 
brated in Scripture, and the Egyptian Superflition 
there condemned, were the very Learning and Super- 
fiition veprefented by the Greek Writers, as the Ho- 
nour and Opprobrium of that People, ttands clear, he 
fays, of all Objection. What that Learning and 
Superftition were, has been fhewn very largely, 
tho’ occafionally, in the Courfe of this Inquiry; 
namely, that their Learning, in general, was confum- 
mate Skill in civil Policy, and their Superftition, 
the Worfoip of dead Men deified. 

And now, in the fixth Section, Mr. Warburton 
comes to his fecond Propofition, which is this, That 
the Jewith People were extremely fond of Egyptian 
Manners, and did frequeutly fall into Egyptian Su- 
perftitions: And that many of the Laws given to 
them by the Miniftry of Moles, were inftituted, 
partly in Compliance to their Prejudices, and partly 
in Oppofition to thofe Superfitions. 

The firft Part of this Propofition, the People’s 
Fondne/s for, and frequent Lapfe into Egyptian Sz- 
perftitions, needs not many Wordsto evince. The 
thing appears plainly in Scriprure, and from thence 
our Author has collected a very fine inductive Proof 
of it, inriched, as ufual, with extraordinary Erudi- 
tion.f It is moft natural in itfelf alfo, as he de- 
monftrates hereafter. 





The 
‘+ Our Auther has made fome very curious Remarks, at the 
Beginning of this Section. “Yhus he notes, That when Gop 
firit acquainted Mojes wicu his Intention of fending him to tie 


d/raelites, he was to fenhble of the Altenation of his Breihren 
from the God of tieir Pather-, that he would willingly have 
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The fecond Part of the Propofition, Zh2t many 
of the Laws given to them by the Miniftry of Mo- 
fes were infltiuted partly in Compliance to their 
Prejudices, and partly in Oppofition to thofe Su- 
perfiitions, the intelligent Reader cannot but per- 
ceive is a neceflary Confequence of the other. For 
if a People, fo prepofteroufly prejudiced, were to 
be feparated from all other Nations ; to be kept 


declined the Offite: And when abfolutely commanded to under- 
take it, defired however thatGop would let him know by 
what Name he would be called, when the People fhould afk 
the Name of the God of their Fathers. Here we fee a People 
poflefled with the very Spirit of Egyptian Superitition. The Re- 
figion of Names was a Matter of great Confequence in Egypt. 
It was one of their effential Superilitions ; and the firlt Thing 
they communicated to the Greeks. But this Name was nota 
mere Name of Diflin@ion ; tor fuch all Nations, worfhipping lo- 
cal tutelarv Deities, had, before their Communication with E- 
gypt; buta Name of Honour. Out of Indulgence therefore to 
inis Weaknefs, Gop was pleafed to give himfelf a Name. 
And Gop faid unto Mo/fes, Lam THaT 1 am: And be faid, 
thus foalt thou fay unto the Children of Urael, I am hath fent 
me uito you. ‘* Where we may obierve how (according to 
** che conitant Method of Divine Wifdom, when he condefcends 
‘ to the Prejudices of Men) he gives, in the very Inftance of 
* Indulgence to their Superitition, a thorough Correétive of it, 
‘ The Keligion of Names arofe from an idolatrous Pojthei/m, 
‘and the Name here given, implying Erernity and Se/f Exift- 
*« ence, direAly oppofes that Idolatry.” That this Compliance 
with the Religion of Names, was a new Indulgence to the Preju- 
dices of this People, is evident from the following Words: And 
Gop /pake uito Motes, and faid unto him, I am the Lord: And 
1 appeared unto Abraham, santo Haac, and unto Jacob, by the 
Name oF Gop Aumicuty, but by my Name JEHovaH 
cvas I not known unto them. Thatis, asthe Gop of Abraham, 
1 before condefcended to have a Nave of Difiingion: But now, 
in Compliance to another Prejudice, [ condefcend to have a 
Name of Honour. This, Mr. Warburton fays, feems to be the 
true Interpretation of this very difficult Text, about which the 
Commentators have been fo much perplexed. I have to add 
fursher, That in his Scripture Proof of the J/raelites Fondnefs 
for Eeyptian Superititions, our learned Author his inferted a 
beautiful oflration of that famous Vifion of E zehie/, related 
in the eigath Chapter of his Prophecy. 
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pure from their Superftitions ; and yet to be dealt 
-with as free and accountable Agents; (which, it 1s 
fuppofed, all Men will allow to have been the Cafe) 
the only Way we can conceive of doing this, was the 
giving them Laws in Oppofition to the Superftitions 
to which they were moft violently bent. But cor- 
rupt Nature ever oppofing what directly contradiéts 
its Prejudices, wite Legiflators, when under the 
Neceffiry of enacting fuch Laws, have always, in 
order to break and evade the Force of this Perver- 
fity, intermixed them with others that flattered the 
fame Prejudices, where the Practice could not be 
perverted to the effecting that Mifchief which they 
mainly intended, in their Laws of Oppo/iticn, to 
prevent. And thus our infpired Lawgiver did in- 
deed aét with the Jews, as Chrift himfelf intimates, 
where fpeaking of a certain pofitive Law, he fays, 
Mofes for the Hardne/s of your Hearts wrote you 
this Precept. Plainly fignifying their Difpofition to 
be fuch, that had not Mo/es indulged them in fome 
things, they would have revolted againft all. But 
that they were in Fact indulged in their Prejudices, 
is {till farther feen, from God’s being pleafed to be 
confidered by them as a local tutelary Deity, which, 
as wil! be hereatter fhewn, was the prevailing Super- 
ftition of thofe Times. It follows therefore, that 
Mofes’s giving the Ifraelites Laws in Compliance 
with thefe their Prejudices, was a natural and ne- 
cefflary Confequence of Laws given in Oppo/ition to 

them. Thus far;from the Rea/on of the Thing. 
Afitter of Fad \ikewile proves this latter Part 
of the Propofition with equal Evidence. We find 
in Scripture a furprifing Relation between Fecwi/h 
and Ezypiian Rites, in Circumftances both oppy/ite 
and jimilar. For tull Satisfaction as to this Paint, 
Mr. Warburton refers us to Spencer’s excellent 
Work upon this Subject, which, he fays, has done 
great Service to Religion, by fetting the ritual Law 
in 
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in fuch a Light as fhews it to be an Inftitution of 
the moft beautiful and divine Contrivance: Which, 
if confidered without a Refpect to the Cau/es here 
affigned of its Prohibitions and Precepts, muft be 
for ever liable to the Contempt of Libertines and 
Unbelievers. However, while he is applauding 
Spencer’s Treatife de Legibus Hebreorum, he warns 
us againft believing he means to charge himfelf 
with any more of his Opinions, than what directly 
tend to the Proof of this Part of his Propofi- 
tion. 

No does he afk any thing, he fays, unreafona- 
ble, when he defires the Reader would accept of 
this as proved: Since the learned Witfius, in a 
Book profeffedly written to confute Spencer, owns 
the Faét of the Conformity of Fewi/h and Egypti- 
an Rites, in the fulleft and moft ingenuous Terms: 
What he difputes is this natural Confequence, that 
the Jewith Ritual was given partly in Compliance to 
the People’s Prejudices, and partly in Oppofition to 
Egypuan Superftitions ; The Propofition we have to 
prove. Herather thinks the Egyptian Ritual was 
invented in Imitation of the Fewif2. Now the only 
plaufible Support of this Hypothefis being, that 
the Rites and Cuftoms of the Egyptians, as deli- 
vered by the Greek Writers, were of much later 
Original than thofe Writers pretend, and Mr. 
Warburton’s Difcourfe on the Antiquity of Ezypr, 
in the preceding Seétion, entirely confuting this 
Suppofition, the lacter Part of his Prapofition is 
proved with all the Force of a Demonftration. 

But to let nothing that has the Appearance of a 
Reafon remain unantwered, he briefly-examines this 
Opinion, of the Ezyprians borrowing from the J/- 
vaelites; viewing both Parties in that very Light 
wherein the H. Scriprure has placed them: And, as 
I think, hehas evinced the Negative, both from the 
Nature of Things, and from the infallible Teftimo- 

U 3 Dy 
































eA eS 
eer Ze 


ane e Ss 2. re 
. — ~~, 
ahapit 2 oe 


e's aes ORS 
A os Pa a 































SRE RE ES PRE AY, eS 


er a oe te ee 2 
3 _ _ 
ms _ " 
mat. 2. r 
ee — owe 
SS te? 
a me ng inthis =" 


—~ 
= 







286 The Worxsof the LEARNED. Art.17, 


ny of the Word of Gop himfelf, ina Manner thar 
muft entirely convince all impartial Inquirers. 

But as many may ftand out even againft fuch 
forceable Evidence,. merely. from a pious, and 
therefore very excufeable, Apprehenfion of Danger 
to the Divinity of the Law, if it fhould be once 
granted that any of the ceremonial Part was given 
sn Compliance to the People’s Prejudices 5 and may 
on that Score be very unwilling to own, as the De- 
ifs, againft the very Genius ot their Infidelity, may 
be no lefs ready toembrace, an evident Truth; our 
Author comes opportunely, in the Proof of his 
third Propofition, to tet both Parties right, and 
fhew the Confequence groundlefs; and that both 
the Fears and Hopes built upon it are vain and 


fantaftic. 


Il. 


His third Propojition is, that Mofe,’s Egyptiaa 
Learning, and the Laws he inftituted in Compliance 
to the People’s Prejudices, and in Oppofition to E- 
gyptian Superftitions, are no reafonable Objeéfion to 
the Divinity of bis Miffion. 

The firft Part of the Propofition concerns Mofes’s 
Egyptian Wifdom, And here he previoufly confi- 
ders what that was, Hedetermines the Species as 
well asthe Extent of it, by what the Proto- Martyr 
declared concerning it. He proves that ALL THE 
Wispom oF THEEGYPTIANS, in which St. Ste- 
phen {ays Mofes was learned, muft needs mean C1- 
vit or Potitican Wifdom, a Knowledge in the 
Arts of Government and Legiflation, 

‘The Deift,..he fuppofes, will readily clofe with 
him here, and eafily allow all his Arguments ; 
which give him the near Profpect of fo- flattering a 
Conclulion, that therefore the Effablifoment of the 
Jewith Policy. was ali Motes’s own Contrivance. 
The 
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The Gentlemen of this Kidney have Mr. Warburton’s 


free Licence to make all the Advantage they are able 
of this Matter, provided, in the Hurry, they forget 
nota Maxim, which they will never, he dare fay, 
venture to di/prove, viz.that Gop, in the moral Go- 
verniment of the World, never does that in an ¥Ex- 
TRAORDINARY Way that can be equally effected in 
an ORDINARY. 
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‘© In the Separation of the J/raelites, a Civil Po- 
licy and National Religion were to be eftablifhed 
by God himfelf. And to this End an Agent or 
Inftrument was appointed. In this Work of 
Legiflation, therefore, either the Agent was to 
underftand the Government of a People, and fo 
be capable of following the general Plan deliver- 
ed to him by God, for the Ereétion of his Poli- 
cy: Orelfe he was not to underftand the Govern- 
ment of a People, and fo God, in the Executi- 
on of this Plan, was at every Step to interfere, 
and direct his Ignorance and Inability. Now as 
this perpetual Interpofition might be fpared by 
the Choice of an able Leader, we conclude, on 
the Maxim Jaid down, that God, in thisWork, 
would certainly employ fuch an one, 

‘© There was yet another, and that no flight Ex- 
pediency for fuch a Leader. The //raelites were 


+ a ftubborn People, now firit forming into civil 


Society, greatly licentious ; and the more fo, for 


+ their jult coming out of a Srate of Slavery. Had 


M,/es therefore been fo unequal to his Station, as 
to need God’s Guidance, at every Step, to fet him 
right ; he would foon have loft chat Authority fo 
requifite to the keeping an unruly Multitude tn 
Order; and funk into fuch Contempt among 
them, as would have greatly retarded their de- 
figned Settlement. 

But it will be faid, if there wanted fo able a 


Chief under a proper THEocracy (as we pretend 
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this to be) at its firft fetting up; there would ftill 
be the fame Want, tho’ not in the fame Degree, 
during the whole Continuance of it. It is likely, 
he owns, there would; becaufe, we find, God 
made a proper Provifion for it; ; firft in the E. reétion 
of the ScHooLs oF THE PROPHETS, and _ after- 
wards, in the Eftablifhment of the GREaT San- 
HEDRIM which fucceeded to it. 

Sacred Hiftory mentioning thefe Schools of the 
Prophets and the Sanbedrim only occasionally, the 
Accounts we have of them is very fhort and imper- 
feét; and Interpreters, who have not well weighed 
the Reafan of their Mention, have greatly mifun- 
derftood their Nature. To give us a juft Notion of 
both, our Author is at the Pains of illuftrating thofe 
Paffages of Holy Writ that relate to them. From 
his Account of the prophetic Schools, he deduces 
the true Reafon of its becoming a Proverbin //rae/, 
Is SauL ALSO AMONG THE Propuets: Which 
he apprehends is not otherwife very eafy to find 
out. His Explication of this Matter affords him 
an Opportunity alfo of clearing up certain Difficul- 
ties, inthe Hiftory of David, which have much 

rplexed the Commentators. For Inftance, ——— 
fn 1 Sam. xvi, we find David recommended as a 
proper Perfon to footh Sau/’s melancholly Spirit 
‘with his Harp: Who, on his Arrival at Court, 
gave the diftempered Monarch {o much Satistacti- 
on, that he fent to his Father to defire he might 
continue with him [v.22.]. He does fo, and be- 
comes his Armour-bearer [v.21.] Yet i in the next 
Chapter, where an Incurfion of the Philiiftines, and 
the Defiance of Goliah is related, when David ac- 
ecpts the Challenge, and goes to Sau/ for Leave to 
fight, netther the King nor the Captain of his 
Hott know any thing of him or of his Lineage. 

Again, when David is recommended for the 
Cure ot Saui’s Dilorder, he 1s reprefented by the 

. Courtiers, 
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Courtiers, as a mighty valiant Man, a Man of War 
and prudent in Matters, and that the Lord was 
with bim, Chap. xvi. 18. Accordingly, he is fent 
for, and preferred to a Place that required Valour, 
Strength, and Experience; Sauls Armour-bearer, 
Yet when afterwards, according to the common 
Chronology, he comes to engage Gola, he proves 
araw unexperienced Stripling, unufed to Arms, 
and unable to bear them ; and, as fuch, is defpifed 
by the Giant. The Critics have been put to their 
Shifts to give thefe Paffages fome tolerable Confif- 
tency; and after al], have failed of affording them- 
felves or others any compleat Satisfaction. But 
our Author has found a Method of removing all 
the Difficulty of them, only by altering the chrono- 
logical Order of the Facts therein related; which 
have been diflocated, in compiling the Narrative, 
by a kind of Anticipation, very frequent with the 
infpired Writer of it ; and which, in this Place, we 
are told, isthe moft natural, proper, and neceffary, 
that ever was employed in Hiftory. 

The Truth of the foregoing Obfervations on the 
divine Conduct, in the Eftablifhment of the Fewih 
Theocracy, will be very much confirmed, Mr. War- 
burton fays, if we contraft it with the Methods of 
Providence in the Propagation of Chriftianity, 

The bleffed Jesus, he notes, propofed to Man- 
kind a /piritual Religion, to be embraced by Par- 
ticulars as fuch, and folely on its own Evidence, 
Here was no Occafion that the Propagators of this 
Religion fhould be endowed with worldly Authori- 
ty or Learning ; for here was no Body of Men to 
be conducted, nor no civil Policy or Government 
0 be ereéted or adminiftered. And had the Great 
and Learned been chofen by Jesus for this Work, 
they would, naturally, have dilcredited the Progrefs 
of it, For it might have been objected, that the 
(sofpel had made its Way by the Aid of human 
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Power or Sopbifiry. Therefore, to preferve the 
Splendour of its Evidence unfullied, the meaneit 
and moft illiterate of a barbarous People were 
made the Inftruments of God’s laft great Difpenfati- 
on to Mankind: Armed with no other Power but 
of Miracles, and that only for the Credence of 
their Miffion; and with no other Wifdom but ot 
Truth, and sat only to be propofed freely to the 
Underftandings of Particulars, 

But further, divine Wifdom {fo wonderfully con- 
trived, that the Juability and Jgnorance of the Pro- 
pagators of Chriftianity was as ufeful to the Ad- 
vancement of this Religion, as the Authority and 
Wifdom of the Leader of the ews was for the Efta- 
blifhment of theirs. 

Of this our Author gives the following Inftance, 
out of many that will occur to an attentive Confi- 
derer of the Evangelic Hiftory : . 

«© When Jesus had chofen thefe mean and weak 
‘¢ Inftruments of his Power, he fuffered them ta 
‘¢ continue in their national Prejudices, concerning 
«« his Character, Kingdom, and Extent of Jurif- 
¢ diction, (which was the only human Means that 
«© could keep them attached to his Service) not on- 
‘ ly during the whole Courfe of their Attendance 
*“* on his Miniftry, but for fome Time after his 
<¢ Refurrection ; nay, even after the Defcent of the 
¢ Holy Ghoft upon them ; who was to lead them 
¢ into all Truth, but by juft and equal Steps. See 
<< now the Ufe of this in the following Circum- 
“© ftance: — From the Diipofition of the Whole of 
‘© Gods grand Difpenfation to Mankind, as laid 
<< down in Scripture, we learn, that the Offer of 
** the Gofpe! was fir fairly tobe madeto the Jews, 
<< and afterwards to the Gentiles. Now when, 
¢ foon after the Aicenfion of our Lord, the Church, 
« through the Perfecution of the Synagogue, was 
“ torced to leave Fuadea, and to difperfe itfelf thro’ 
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«¢ all the neighbouring Regions, had the Apoftles, 
<< on their Retirement, been fully initruéted in the 
‘- Defign of God to call the Genziles into the 
« Church, the Refentment for their ill Ufage in 
‘¢ Fudea, and the {mal]] Profpect of better Succefs 
“ among thofe of the Difperfion, which they of 
“© Ferujalem had prejudiced againft the Gofpel, 
«© would naturally have difpofed them to turn im- 
‘¢ mediately to the Gentiles. By which Means God?s 
+¢ Purpofe, without a miraculous Influence on their 
Minds, had been impertectly executed; as fo 
‘¢ great a Part of the ‘feqwifh People would not 
have had what was their Right, the Gofpel fir/ 
preached unto them. But pufhed on by this 
“ commodious Prejudice, that the Benefits belonged 
‘¢ peculiarly co the Race of 4braham, they addrefs 
«¢ themfelves to this other neceffary Part of their 
«© Miffion, to their Brethren of the Difperfion. 
‘© Which being attended with the fame ill Succefs, 
“¢ their View of the defperate Condition of the 
‘¢ Houfe of J/rae/, would begin to abate that Pre- 
“© judice in their Favour. And now came thé 
Time to enlighten them in this Matter, without 
‘¢ putting too great a Force upon their Minds, 
which is not God’s Way of aéting with Free- 
agents. Accordingly his Purpofe of calling the 
‘© Gentiles into the Church is clearly revealed to 
* Peter at Foppa, and a proper Subject is made 
‘* ready for him to begin this great Work with- 
é< all. 

But tho’ Ignorance in the Propagator of a divine 
Truth amongft Particulars, may ferve to thefe ufe- 
ful Purpofes, yet to fhew ftill mere fully how perni- 
cious it is wherever a Society is concerned, as in the 
Eftablifhment of the Fewi/h Religion, we have an 
accidental Inftance even in the Chriftian. 

‘¢ For when now fo great Numbers of the Gen- 
*¢ giles were converted to Curist, that it became 
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“ neceflary to form them into a Church, that is, a 
“¢ religious Society, which of Courfe has its Policy 
‘¢ as well as the Civil, fo pernicious was Ignorance 
*¢ in its governing Members, that divers of them, 
“even tho’ graced with many Gifts of the Holy 
¢ Spirit, caufed fuch Diforders in their Affemblies, 
«¢ as required all the great Abilities of the learned 
«© Apoftle to reform and regulate. And then it was, 
<«¢ and for this Purpofe, that Pau/, the peculiar A- 
«© poftle of the Gentiles, was called in, in fo extraor- 
“© dinary a Manner, to condutt, by his Learning 
‘sand Abilities, and with the Affiftance of his 
¢¢ Companion Luke, this Part of God’s Purpofe to 
‘ its Completion. The reft were properly Apo- 
¢ ftles of the Jews, which People having a reli- 
‘ gious Society already formed, there was a kind 
‘ of Rule togoby, that ferved them for the pre- 
« fent Occafion: And therefore they needed no 
* great Talents of Partsor Learning, nor had they 
s¢ any. But a new Society was to be formed a- 
¢ mongft the Gentile Converts; and this required 
<¢ an able Conductor; and fuch a one they had in 
“© Paxil. But will any one fay, that this Learning 
«¢ affords an Objection againft the Divinity of his 
ss Miffion? We conclude therefore, that none can 
<¢ arife from the Abilities nataral and acquired of 
«« the great Fewi/h Lawgiver.—The Point to be 
‘* proved. 

We now come to the fecond Part of the Pro- 
pofition,—- That the Laws inflituted in Compliance 
tothe People’s Prejudices, and in Oppofition to Egyp- 
tian Superfiitions, are no reafonable Objettion to the 
Divinity of Mofes’s Religion. That moft of 
the Laws were given in Oppofition to Egyptian Su- 
perftitions, Believers feem not unwilling to allow. 
What ftartles them, is, the Suppofition that others 
were given in Compliance to the Fewifh Prejudices: 
As fearing the Infidel may draw an Advantage from 
fuch 
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fuch a Conceffion. Yet our Author fhews, that che 
Laws in Compliance, were a neceflary Confequence 
of the Laws in Oppofition 3 and to reconcile Believ- 
ers to both forts, proves, againft the Deij?, that the 
Inftitution of fuch Laws are no reafonable Objec- 
tion totheir Divinity, from the double Confiderati- 
on of their Necessity and Fitness, His Argu- 
ment runs thus, | 

If God did interfere in the Concerns of this Peo- 
ple, his Purpofe muft have been to feparate them 
from the Idolatries which had then overfpread the 
World. This was to be efiected, by over-ruling 
the Will, and this required only the Exercife of 
his Power: Or by leaving that at Liberty, and 
counterworking the Paffons; which required the 
Exercife of his Wi/doa. 

Now as the very End of this Separation fhews, 
that God acted with the //raelites as moral Agents, 
we muft conclude, notwith{tanding the extraordina- 
ry Providence by which they were conducted, that 
the Will ever remained free. This not only ap- 
pears from the Nature of the Thing, but from the 
whole Hiftory of their Reduction out of Egypr. 

If then the Wills of this People were to be left 
free, and their Minds influenced only by working 
on their Paffions, it is evident that God, becoming 
their Lawgiver, will act by the fame Policy as hu- 
man Legiflators employ for reftraining the vicious 
Inclinations of the Subject. 

' According then to our Ideas of Things, we fee 
no Way to keep fuch a People, thus feparated, free 
trom the Contagion of Idolatry, but, firf, by fe- 
vere penal Laws againft Idolaters 5 /econdly, by 
framing a multifarious Ritual, whofe whole Mode 
of Worthip being direétly oppofite to the forbid. 
den Superftitions would, by Degrees, wear out the 
prefent Fondnefs forthem, and at length bring on 
en habitual Averfion to them 3 sbirdly, by turns 
| ing, 
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ing their Fondnefs for the forbidden Practice into 
an innocent Channel, and, by indulging them in 
fuch of thofe favourite Cuftoms as they could not 
well abufe to Superftition, enable the more fevere 
and oppofite Inftitutions to do their Work effeétu- 
ally. Such, for Inftance, might be the lighting up 
of Lamps in religious Worfhip. Which Practice 
Clemens Alexandrinus affures us came firft from the 
Egyptians: Nor will Witfius himfelf venture to de- 
ny it. 

Such a Condué therefore, where the //z/l is left 
free, appears necefary. 

Our Author next inquires whether it were fis, that 
is, whether it agreed with the Wifdom, Diguity, 
and Purity of God. He makes the Affirmative 
appear by feveral Confiderations, and removes fome 
Objections that may be urged againft the Conform- 
ablenefs of fuch a Conduét to the Purity of the Di- 
vine Nature. 

But as the Notion he would eftablifh, concerning 
the Method of God’s Dealing wih the J/raelites, 
has been condemned, he fays, ex Catheara, and 
the Egyptiaca of Herman Witfius recommended to 
the Clergy, as a diftinét and folid Confutation of 
Spencer’s Book, de Legibus Hebrecrum situalibus, 
he examines what Wit/ias has to fay againft it, and 
feems to have fufficiently invalidated his Objections. 
I would remark alfo, that the Notes, which are oc- 
cahioned by fome Paffages of this Examination, con- 
tain divers Obfervations and Criticifms on the Mi- 
{takes of certain Writers, that abundantly evidence 
our Author’s fuperior Erudition and Judgment. 

But afterall he has hitherto offered to convince both 
the Believerand Deif?, that the Fewi/h Ritual’s being 
made in Reference to Egypti«a Superftition, is no 
Difcredit to the Divinity of its Original, the latter 
may plead, ‘* That tho’ indeed, when the //ruelites 
** were once deeply infected with that Supertticion, 

‘s fuch 
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‘«- fuch a Ritual might be neceffary to ftop and cure 
“ a growing Evil; yet as it was fo multifarious, 
‘¢ burthenfome, and flavifh, and therefore not in 
‘¢ icfelf eligible, how happened it that God, who 
‘«¢ had this Family under his peculiar Care, fhould 
‘© fuffer them to contract fuch an Infection as re- 
¢¢ quired fo inconvenient and impure a Remedy ?” 
To this he replies, that the Promife God had made 


to Abraham, to give his Pofterity the Land of Ca-_ 


naan, could not be executed till that Family was 
grown numerous enough to take and keep Poffeffion 
of it. Inthe Interim, therefore, they were necef- 
farily to refide amongft Jdolaters ; and to refide un- 
mixed. But we have feen how ftrong and violent a 
Propenfity the J/raelites ever had to join themfelves 
to Gentile Nations, and to practife their Manners, 
God therefore, in his infinite Wifdom, brought and 
kept them, during this Period, within Egypt; the 
only Country, throughout the whole habitable 
Earth, where they could have remained, for fo 
Jong a Space of Time, fafe and unmixed ; the an- 
cient Egyptian, being by numerous Inftitutions re- 
{trained and forbidden all Fellowfhip with all 
Strangers whatfoever, and bearing befides a parti- 
cular Averfion to the Profeffion of this Family. 
Thus we fee, that the natural Difpofition of the //- 
raelites, which, in Egypt, occafioned their Superfti- 
tions, and, in Confequence, a Neceflity of the Ri- 
tual complained of, in any other Country would have 
quite abforbed and confounded them with the 
Gentile Nations. From this Objection, therefore, 
only arifes new Occafion to adore the Footfteps of 
divine Wifdom in his Ditpenfations to this Peo- 
ple. 
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IIT. 


The laft Propofition is, That the/e very Citrcum- 
ances of Motes’s Egyptian Learning, and the 
Laws inftituted in Compliaace to the People’s Preju- 
dices, and in Oppofition to Egyptian Superftitions, 
are a ftrone Confirmation of the Divinity of bis 
Mi ffion. 

Egypt was the great School of Legiffation for the 
reft of Mankind. ——— In Religion, particularly, 
they fo clofely adhered to the Egyptian Principles, 
that Pofterity imagined the Greek Lawgivers had re- 
ceived their very Gods from thence. What there- 
fore muft we expect of a Native of Egypt, bred 
up, trom his Infancy, in Egyptian Wifcom, and, 
at length, become a Member of their legiflative Bo- 
dy? Would fuch 2 one, our Authorafks, when go- 
ing to frame a civil Policy and Religion, :tho* we 
fuppofe nothing of that natural Affection; which the 
beft and witeft Men have ever had for their own 
Country Inftitutions) be the leaft inclined to de- 
viate from any of its principal Maxims of Govern- 
ment ? 

Yet here we have in Adj/es, according to our 
Adverfaries Account of him, a mere human Law- 
giver, coming frefh out of the Schools of Egypt, 
and reducing a turbulent People into Society, on 
fundamental Maxims of Religion and Policy, di- 
rectly oppofite co all the Principles of Azyptian 
Wifdom. 

Here our Author particularifes thofe Egyptian 
Principles, to which the Mojfaic Inftitution was op- 
pofite: Thefe were, the Government of the fevera! 
Regions of the Earth by fubordinate, local, tutela- 
ry Deities ; the fecreting Religion under the Veil 
of Myfteries, into which only felect Perfons were 
initiated ; propagating, by every kind of Method, 


the 
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the Doétrine of a future State of Rewards and Pu- 
nifhments ; preferring an hereditary defpotic A- 
narchy to all other Forms of Government. 

Mr. Warburton fhews how widely Mo/es deviated 
in all thefe Refpects from the Egyptian Policy, in 
framing the Fewz/b; and obferves, that, in fo doing, 
he encountered the ftrongeft Prejudices of his Peo- 
ple, who were violently propenfe to all the Cuftoms 
and Superftitions of that Nation. 

“¢ And now, fayshe, let an ingenuous Deift weigh 
‘© thefe Inftances, and many more that might have 
«¢ been given, and will eafily occur to him, and 
¢ then fairly tell ushis Sentiments. Let him try if 
‘he can fay i was at all likely, that AZojfes, a 
‘© mere buman Lawgiver, a Native of Egypr, and 
«¢ Jearned in all its political Wifdom, fhould, in 
“¢ the Formation of a civil Policy, for /ach a kind 
“of People, act directly contrary to all its funda- 
‘« mental Principles. 

To obviate the Force of this Query, it will per- 
haps be alledged,_—~That Mo/és underftood all 
the Folly and Falfehood of inferior Gods: —— that 
he did not behieve the Doctrine of a future State of 
Rewards and Punifhments, and was too honeft to 
we Fraud : that his Love to his People made 
him indifpofed to an hereditary defpotic Monarchy : 
and, that the Theologic Principles of Ayyps 
led him to the Invention of a Theocracy. 

Mr. Warburton anfwers to all this; and then 
proceeds to enervate thefe two farther Objections, 
viz. 1. hat, as it was the Intention of Mofes to fepa- 
rate thefe People from all others, he, therefore, 
gave them thofe crofs and oppofite Inftitutions, as a 
Barrier to. all Communication.—Or, 2.That Refent- 
ment for il} Ufage might difpofe him to obliterate 
the Memory of the Place they came from, by a 
Policy contrary to the fundamental Inftitutions of 
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On the whole of what he has advanced, he con- 
cludes, That Mo/es’s Egyptian Learning is a ftrong 
Confirmation of the Divinity of bis Miffion. 

- The fecond Part of the Propofition, he tells 
us, is no lefs evident, that the Laws inftituted in 
Compliance to the People’s Prejudices, and in Oppof- 
tion to Egyptian Superffitions, are alfo a firong Con- 
firmation of the Divinity of Moles’s Miffion. For had 
this Miffion been only pretended, his Conduct, as a 
wife Lawgiver, had been greatly different. His Bu- 
finefs was then only to fupport a falfe Pretence to 
Infpiration. Let us fee how he managed. He 
pretended to receive the whole Frame of a national 
Conftitunion from God. But on its Promulgation 
it was feen to be politically moulded, partly in 
Compliance to the People’s Prejudices, and partly 
in Oppofition to Egyptiaw Superftitions, This, as 
we fee from the Objection of the Ignorant .n our 
Times, might have been an Objection inthofe. And 
as an Impoftor could not but have forefeen the Ob- 
jection, to he would have ftudioufly avoided every 
thing that might occafion or feem to juftify ir. 
It is true, that, on Inquiry, this unfolds a Scene of 
admirable and fuperior Wifdom: But it is fuch as 
an Impoftor could never have projected: Or at 
Jeaft could never have ventured to leave to the Mer- 
cy of a popular Judgment. We conclude, there- 
fore, that thefe things are a certain Proof that A%- 
fes a&tually received his Miffion from God. ‘ Nor 
“< does this contradict what we have fo much infifted 
“s on, thata merehuman Lawgiver, or even an in- 
«s fpired one, acting with free Agents, is forced to 
“ comply with the Paffions of the People; which 
“© Compliance would induce fuch a Relation to E- 


A© gypt in the ritual Law. For it has been alfo 


«< fhewn, that the Ends of a divine and buman 
‘© Lawgiver, both ufing the common Means of a 
“¢ Separation, are vaftly different, the latter only 

* aiming 
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“ aiming to keep the People unmixed ; the former, 
“© pure from Idolatry. Now, in both Cafes, where 
“‘ the People are dealt with as free Agents, fome 


‘ 
a¢ 


o 


Compliance with their Prejudices will be neceffa- 
ry. Buta human Lawgiver, as fuch Compli- 
ance in the Ritual would be fubject to the Dan- 
ger here {poken of ; and as Compliance in the 
Fundamentals, fuch as the Object of Worfhip, 
‘¢ a future State, and Mode of civil Government, 
*¢ would not be fo fubject, and, at the fame time, 
would win moft forcibly ona prejudiced People to 
‘¢ the promoting the Legiflator’s End; we mutt needs 
‘“s conclude thefe would be the Points complied 

with. On the other hand, as a Divine Lawgiv- 
er could not comply in thefe Points, and as fuch 
a Ritual as the Mo/aic was the only Means left 
of gaining this End, we mutt conclude, that a 
‘¢ Divine Lawgiver would make his Compliances 
‘¢ in that Part. 

Here our Author adds one Corollary to believing 
Adverfaries, as a farther Support of this Part of 
the Propofition, Allowing the ritual Law to be 
generally inftituted in reference to Egyptian and o- 
ther neighbouring Superftitions, the divine Wifdom 
of the Contrivance will be feen in redoubled Lu- 
{tre.——-One Reafon of thefe believing Adverfarics 
oppofing the Doétrine contained in this Part of the 
Propofition, is, that the ritual Law was typical, 
not only of Things relating to that Di/penfation, 
but to the Evangelical, This they take for granted, 
and with good Reafon, as will be fhewn hereafter. 
“ Now an Inftitution of a Body of Rites, particu- 
* larly levelled againft, and referring to, the ide- 
‘ Jatrous Practices of thofe Ages; and, at the 
‘* fame time, as minutely typical, not only of 
‘© all the remarkable Tranfactions under that Dif- 
** penfation, but likewife of the great and confti- 
** tuent Parts of a future one, to arife in a diftant 
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«« Age, and of a Genius directly oppofite, mutt 
«« needs give an attentive Confiderer the moft ama- 
« zing Idea of Divine Wifdom: 

Thus by fairly following the Force of Evidence, 
we gain fuch a Manifeftation of the Divinity of the 
Law, arifing out of the Deift’s own Principles, as 
is enough to cover Infidelity with Confufion! 
While, on the other hand, we lofe nothing but the 
imaginary Honour of being Original in certain 
Rites, indifferent in themfelves ; and only good or 
bad as is the Authority that enjoins them, and the 
Objeé to which they are directed. 

The Deift indeed pretends, that in the Things 
borrowed from Egypt, the firft Principles of Law 
and Morality, and the moft ufual Cuftoms of Life, 
are to be included. Mr. Warburton has expofed 
the Extravagance of this Fancy elfewhere+. But 
asit isa Species of Folly all Parties are apt togive 
into, he chufes now to confider this Matter of re/j- 
gious Borrowing a little more fully. 

And here he makes a noble and very judicious 
Oblervation, worthy of his uncommon Sagacity 
and extenfive View of human Nature. It isin Op- 
pofition to that falfe tho’ indifputed Principle, as 
he fays, * ‘* That the general Cuftoms of Men, in 


‘© which 


+ Page 24 of this Vol. 

* Our Author fpeaks, as if he were fingular in this Remark. 
I verily believe he is not indebted for it to any Man; it is purely 
tne Refult of his own exquifite Judgment, and produced by his 
intimate Knowledge of the Coniticution and Hiftory of Man- 
kind. but, in Conformity with his own Principle here, I am 
certain there may be other Perfons who have the Honour of a- 
grecing with him therein, and have thought as he does, with re- 
lation to this Point, a long while ago. One of theie is glad to 
find his Sentiment countenanced by fo great an Authority.—It is 
a Maxim with him, ‘hat both the Wife and the Fools of all 
Ages very nearly refemble one another: Or, that in ali fimilar 
{ates their Conduct and Actions are as nearly the fame, as acci- 
denia! Ctrcumilances will permis: And chis not in the leaft ow- 


ing 
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«¢ which a common Likenefs connects, as in a 
«¢ Chain, the Manners of its Inhabitants, (quite 
« round the whole Globe) are all, whether civil or 
« religious, traductive from one another. Whereas, 
«© in truth, the Original of this general Similitude, 
«© is the Voice of one common Nature, improved 
‘* by Reafon, or debafed by Superftition, {peak- 
¢ ing to all its Tribes of Individuals. 

Had Mr. Warburton ftopped here, I am apt to 
think he would have met with no Oppofition. But 
ftepping a little further, he happened to encounter 
with the Performance of a very polite and admired 
Writer, who has thought himfelf obliged to ftand 
up in its Defence, and refcue it from the Stroke of 
fo redoubted an Affailant.* Here is that which Dr. 
Mddleton apprehends to be levelled at his applaud- 
ed Lester from [taly, in which he draws a Parallel 
between Pagan and Chriftian Rome. 

‘When a Cuftom, fays our Author, whofe 
‘© Meaning lies not very obvious, requires fome 
‘© Account to be given of its Original, it is much 
eafier to tell us, that this People derived it from 
“ ghat, than rightly to explain to us, what com- 
‘* mon Principles of Rea/on or Superjlition gave 
¢ Birth co it, in both. 

‘© How many able Writers have employed their 
Time and Learning to prove Cariffian Rome to 
have borrowed their Superftitions from the Pa- 
“© gam City? They have indeed fhewn an exict 
** and furprifing Likenefs in a great Variety of In- 
ftances: But the Conclufion from thence, that, 
“© therefore, the Catholic borrowed from the Hea- 
‘then, as plaufible as it feems, is, [ think, utterly 
miftaken, To offer at prefent only this plair 

© Reafon, The Rife of the fuperftitious Cuftoms ix 
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“° Oueftion was many Ages later than the Conver/- 
‘c on of that imperial City to the Chriftian Faith : 
“< Confequently, at the Time of their first Introduc- 
“¢ tion, there were no Pagan Prejudices that required 
‘< {uch a Compliance from the ruling Clergy. For 
«« this and other Reatons, therefore, I am induced 
“< to believe, that the very fame Spirit of Superfi- 
“ tion, operating in equal Circum/tances, made both 
«¢ Papifts and Pagans truly Originals. 

Thefe are the Paffages which, ftamped with 
the Authority of fo celebrated a Writer as Mr. 
Warburton, may probably inject fome Prejudices to 
the Difadvantage of Dr. Middleton’s Argument in 
the aforefaid Piece, if he does not, as he fays, take 
care to obviate them: And therefore he perfuades 
himfelf, that great Writer will pardon him, * if 
«© purfuing the full Conviction of his Mind, he at- 
<¢ cempts to defend an eftablifhed Principle, con- 
** firmed by ftrong and numerous Facts, againft an 
<¢ Opinion wholly new and ftrange to him ; and 
«¢ which, if it can be fuppofed to have any Force, 
«: overthrows the whole Credit and Ule of his Let- 
c: ter. 

1 dare warrant Mr. Warburton’s not being offend- 
ed with Dr. Middleton’s defending any Principle of 
his whatfoever, Such candid and genteel Contro- 
vertifts as the Doctor can offend no one that has a 
'e:rned Head and an upright Heart, and confequent- 
iy can neither need or have their Pardon; But the 
Doétor’s is a complimental Expreffion, and as fuch 
will be received. 

Every one ices, the Difference between  thefe 
:wo Gentlemen is not about the Refemblance there 
is between the religious Rites and Cuftoms of Pa- 
gem and modern Rome: For therein they are a- 
pieced, the Doctor’s Letter will be readily allowed 
a Demonttration of it, and in this Refpeét can re- 
ceive no Injury from Mr, Warburton’s Obfervation. 

Whac 





Art. 17. For OCTOB ER, I7A¥, ‘303 


What they primarily differ in, is the Principl¢ 
from which this Conformity proceeds: The Doctor 
taking it to be a formal Defign of the Clergy, dur- 
ing the firft Century after the Eftablifhmenc ot 
Chriftianity in the Empire, to copy into our holy 
Religion, all thofe Rites of Paganifm, which would 
accommodate it to the Heathen Gogt, and as tie 
Effect thereof advance their own Eafe, their Profir, 
or their Power: While Mr. Warburton conceives, 
on the other hand, that the furprifing Likenels there 
really is between the Pagan and Roman Rituals, is 
net owing to any Defign in the Contrivers of the 
one to imitate the other, but purely to the Caufe a- 
bove fpecified, that is, The very fame Spirit of Si- 
perftition operating in both Parties, fimilarly circum 
Jtantiated, at different Times ; Sothat the latter were 
not Imitators of the former ; but both were equally 
Originals. 

Now if the Doétor’s Argument is neceffarily 
grounded on his Principle, then indeed it mutt be 
rendered entirely ulelefs, if he cannot fhew, that 
Mr. Warburton’s Obfervation is without Foundati- 
on, (which will not follow trom its being new and 
{trange co the Doctor) or that in Fact it has no- 
thing co do with the prefent Cafe. But if the Doc- 
tor’s Argument will fubfift as well upon Mr. //ar. 
burton’s Principle as on his own; then Mr. /ar- 
burton’s Opinion will not overthrow the whole Cre- 
dit and Ufe of his Letier, nor wit] he need to bein 
Pain for any thing bat the Honour of a Conjec- 
ture, which may be deftroyed, while his main (oc- 
trine continues in Safety. 

One Reafon of Mr. Warburton’s Judgment, 
with regard to the particular Maiter in queftion, 
is, chat the Rife of the /uperfiiticus Cujluims in 
Difpure was many rlges later than the Conver franz of 
the Empire to the Chriftian Faito: Wherefore, at 
the Time of their Introdzlttai, there were ia Pagan 
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Prejudices that required [uch a Compliance from the 
ruling Clergy. And this feems to be the Point on 
which the Controverfy turns ; for this is only that 
which, I think, Dr. Middleton pretends to conteft 
with him, But if in this Mr. Warburton fhould 
be found miftaken, his general Principle will be 
little, if any thing at all, affected thereby: The 
Truth of that does not reft upon its having influen. 
ced in this particular Inftance. 

Nor does Mr. Waréurton’s Principle in the leaft, 
to ufe his own Words, ‘ take off from the juft 
“¢ Opprobrium which the Reformed have caft upon 
ss the Romifo Church, for the Practice of fuch 
«¢ Rites, and Encouragement of fuch Opinions, as 
«¢ the Letter from Rome charges them with, Sure- 
<¢ Jy it does not ; but rather greatly increafe it.” 
On Dr. Middleton’s Suppofition, “ the Heads of 
s¢ chat Church had only been guilty of a bafe 
«¢ Compliance with the Infirmities of their new 
<< Converts: On Mr. Warburton’s, * the Poifon 
¢ of Superstition is feen to have infected the very 
‘¢ Vitals of their Religion. 

But I have nothing to do with the Difcuffion of 
this Matter: Only as a very fine Obfervation 
came direétly in my Way, it became me to di- 
itinguifh it, and I could hardly avoid taking 
Notice of the Exception that has been made 
to It. 

We are at length brought to a Clofe of the 
tirft Part of the fecond Volume of the Work be- 
fore us. In the laft Paragraph our learned Au- 
thor remarks, in Conformity to what has preceded, 
that Truth will fare almoft as ill when a right as 
when a wreng Principle is pufhed to an Extravae 
eance. ** Thus, as it would be ridiculous to de- 
“ ny, that the Roman Laws of the twelve Tables 
* were derived from the Greeks; feeing we have 

“a Cir. 
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ss a circumftantial Hiftory of their Traduétion : 
¢ So it would be equally foolifh not to own, that a 
sc great Part of the Fewi/h Ritual was compofed 
«© in reference to the Superftitions of Egypt; fee- 
«¢ ing their long Sojournment in that Country had 
«¢ made the J/raelites extravagantly fond of Egyp- 
«s tian Cuftoms. But to think (as fome Deitts 
«¢ feem to have done) that they borrowed from 
ss thence their common Principles of Morality, 
¢¢ and the legal Provifions for the Support of fuch 
«¢ Principles, is, whether we confider the J/raelites 
¢¢ under a divine or human Direction, a ching e- 
¢¢ qually abfurd ; and fuch an Abfurdity as betrays 
<< the groffeft Ignorance of human Nature and the 
«¢ Hiftory of Mankind. 


And thus much concerning the ANTIQUITY of 
- Egypt, and its Effects on the Divine Legation 
of Mofes. 
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ARTICLE XVII 


Selefta Hiftorica: Or a curious Collection of 
ufeful and inftructive Hiftories on moral 
Subjects, feledted partly from the Sacred 
Writings, but moftly from the bef Greek, 
Roman, and other ancient Authors. Chiefly 
intended for the Ufe of our Englifh Youth, 
and very proper for public and private 
Schools. London: Printed for John Noon, 
at the White Hart, near Mercers Chapel, 
Cheapfide. 1741. Duodecimo. Pages 


304. 


HE Compiler of this Volume obferves, in 

the Preface, that Hiftory is juftly allowed 
one of the propereft Means to form young Minds 
to the Love of Virtue, as it conveys a fenfible 
Pleafure along with its Inftruction, the beft Part of 
which would be loft without it. Precepts are com- 
monly found to be unpleafant to Youth; whereas 
Examples as powerfully attraét as they agreeably 
entertain. Upon which Account, we can never be- 
ginjtoo foon to accuftom Children to this Method 
of Initru€tion. The Misfortune is, that the Gene- 
rality of Parents and Mafters are prepoffeffed with 
2 Notion that thofe tender Years are as yet rather 
to be diverted than inftructed , the Confequence of 
which is, that they only furnifh them with fuch 
kind of Story-books and Fables, as fill their Heads 
with Trifles, which they can never forgettoo foon ; 
nefides that it gives them an unhappy Bent tewards 
wll fuch fiily Amufements, and a Difrelifh for every 
‘hing more jolid and inftructive. 


It 
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- It is with a View of rooting out this popular and 
pernicious Error, that our Author has feleéted thefe 
Hiftories, and endeavoured, as much as may be, 
fo to adapt them to the Capacity of the younger 
Sort of Readers, asto be able to divert them , and to 
delight thofe who are not capable of reaping any 
greater Benefit from them, and by this Means to 
render the otherwife dull and heavy Task of Read- 
ing, pleafant and delightful; and, at the fame time, 
to improve and inftruét thofe who are bleffed with 
a fuperior Genius. 

To anf{wer as much as poffible the Ends propo- 
fed, he has avoided confining this Collection to any 
particular Time or Place, and much more to our 
own Country; and has extracted fome Part out of 
the Sacred Books, and the reft, by far the greatett, 
out of the Hiftories of ancient and celebrated Nati- 
ons, fuch as the d/jrians, Babylonians, Medes, 
Perfians, Greeks, Romanus, Parthians, and even 
Chinefe ; as being the moft likely Means, either 
to diveft young People of that partial Fondnefs 
they are otherwife apt to contract for their own, or 
to infpire them with a juft Value and Efteem 
for thofe ancient, warlike, and virtuous People, 
who fhone in the World, tho’ at ever fo great a 
Diftance of Time or Place. 

And to give our young Readers an early Noti- 
on, that Hittory is not barely calculated to pleafe 
their Curiofity, or fill their Heads with fruitlefs 
Knowledge, but was defigned to warm their Hearts 
with the Love of Virtue and virtuous Actions, he 
has ranged his Stories under proper moral Heads ; 
each of which he has introduced with a Preface ad- 
apted to fix their Attention to the Subjects treat- 
ed on. 

Thefe Heads are nine in Number. The firilt is, 
Patriotism, or, the Love of our Country. Un- 
der this Charaéter we have Relations of Codras, 
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King of Athens, facrificing his Life, as the Effece 
of this noble Principle. , We alfo fee it influencing 
Meneceus, Prince of Thebes, to lofe his Life ; A, 
Curtius, a noble young Roman, to throw himfelf 
into a dreadful Gulph; Lycurgus, the Lacedemoni- 
an Lawgiver, to lay out his Time, neglect his 
private Felicity, and even deprive himfelf of Life, 
Here we behold M. Attilius Regulus enduring a 
cruel Death for his fingular Affection to his Coun. 
try ; and Cato hurried into unjuftifiable Actions by 
his exceffive Fondnefs for the Roman Glory. We 
have here alfo the Stories of the defperate Death of 
Razis, an old venerable Few; of Fo/ephus’s nar- 
row Efcape, through the defperate Obftinacy of his 
Countrymen; and of the miferable Cataftrophe of 
the Saguntines. 

A fecond Head under which our Author has 
ranged his Narratives, is, Ingratitude to Patriots, 
and the fignal Punifbments of it. Were we have 
M. Coriolanus’s Revenge on the ungrateful Romans 4 
Timon’s great and noble Services to the ungrateful 
Athenians ; and Dion of Syracufe reftoring Liberty 
to Sicily, notwithftanding the Syracu/ans Ingratitude 
to him. 

A third Topic is Filial Duty and Piety. That 
of A:neas to his aged Father is here recorded. We 
likewife fee the noble Stratagem of Titus, the Son 
of Manlius to fave his cruel and unnatural Parent ; 
the fingular Tendernefs of Antigonus, the noble 
Prince of Macedonia, for his Father ; Tyro expofe- 
ing his own Life, to fave his Father’s; A4zriamne’s 
jingular Piety to her inhuman Mother ; Feprhtha’s 
Daughter’s exemplary Submiffion to her Father, 
and Iphigeuia’s tovher’s, for the fame Purpofe, viz. 
that of being facrificed, in Confequence of the rafh 
Vows of their refpective Parents. 

Nuptial Fidelity, Chaftity and Conflancy, are 
next celebrated. ‘The Subjects of this fourth Chap- 
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ter are Chelonis, Lucretia, Portia, Aria, Paulina, 
Peponilla, Leena, and Epicharis. 

In the fifth Place the dreadful Effects of Ambiti- 
on are exemplified, in the Cafes of Haman, Philip 
of Macedon, and Alexander the Great. We are di- 
flinctly fhewn what Misfortunes this Vice brought 
upon Xerxes, Darius, and Fulius Ce/far, all whofe 
Deftruction it proved. On this Topic: we have fe- 
veral other Narratives, viz. that of Cra/us’s Am- 
bition, reproved by Solon, and punifhed by Cyrus ; 
of Hezekiah’s, cenfured by the Prophet J/aiah ; of 
Pyrrhus’s, bantered by the Philofopher Cyneas ; 
of Athaliah’s, Fezebel’s, Cleopatra’s and Agrippis 
na’s, with their miferable Cataftrophe. 

The fixth Chapter contains a Variety of In- 
{tances of Female Courage and Magnanimity. We 
fee the Bravery of the Spartan, the Argive, and Ar- 
cadian Women; the Valour, Wifdom, and Ex- 
ploits of Zanara, Queen of the Sacce; Artemi- 
fia’s Greatnefs of Soul and Conduct; Zenobia’s ex- 
cellent Endowments; xiothea’s intrepid Refoluti- 
on and Death ; the gallant Behaviour of the Fewifh 
Matron and her feven Sons; and the Punifhment of 
Megaillis’s Cruelty to her Slaves. 

The feventh Head is Severity of Parents to their 
Children, and Childrens unnatural ‘Treatment of 
their Parents. Here we are told how L. Funius 
Brutus, a Roman Conful, inflicted a capital Punifh- 
ment on: his two Sons for Treafon; 7. Manijius 
Torquatus tried and banifhed his Son Silanys for 
Male-adminiftration, whilft he for Grief and Shame 
killed himfelf; and how Spur. Caffius was accufed 
and put to death by his Father. We have the Nar- 
rations of Titus Manlius caufing his Son to be exe- 
cuted before his Face for fighting contrary to his 
Order ; of Aulus Fulvius putting his Son to death 
for joining in Caraline’s Confpiracy; of Lew Gwi 
Chen, a Chinefe General, putting his Son to death 
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for difobeying his Orders; .and of Sau/’s fevere 
Sentence againft his brave Son Fonathan. We fee 
Davia’s Remifinefs and 4)/alom’s unnatural Rebel- 
lion feverely punifhed; Eli and his two Sons pe- 
rifhing different Ways, they for their Wickednefs, 
and he for his Mildnefs towards them; Zliia’s In- 
gratitude and Cruelty tothe beft of Fathers; Anti- 
pater, King of Macedonia, caufing his Mother 
Theffalonica to be inhumanly butchered before him ; 
with various other Examples. 

In the eighth Chapter we have divers Inftances 
of Zyranny and Cruelty feverely punifhed: As 
Pharaoh’stothe Ifraelites; Alexander's (King and 
High-prieft of the Zerws) againft the Pharifees; 
Heroa’s, Antiochus’s, Ptolemy Pbhilopater’s and O- 
chus’s. 

In the laft Chapter. we have a Collection of 
STRATAGEMS. Such as Nathan’s, to make Da- 
vid pronounce Sentence againft himfelf for his dou- 
ble Crime ; Hu/hai’s, to defeat the wicked Counfe! 
of Achitophel ; Solomon’s, in the Cafe of the two 
Harlots ; the King of Syria’s, againft the Prophet 
Elifba, with the Prophet’s Counter-{tratagem ; 4- 
lexander the Fewifh High-prieft’s, to pacify the in- 
cenfed. Pharifees after his Death; that of Swerdis, 
for poffeffing himfelf of the Empire of Perfa, 
with the Counter-ftratagem whereby it was difcover- 
ed and defeated; Oebares’s, to get his Mafter Dg- 
rius Chofen King; Archidamus’s, to fave the Citizens 
of Sparta; Hannibal’s, to get his Elephants a-crofs 
a River; Heroa’s, to deftroy the Banditti in Galilee ; 
and fundry others. 

At the End of each Story are fet down the Au- 
thors from whom it is extracted. 
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) ARTICLE XIX. 
Literary News. 
Oeuvres de J. B, Rousseau, nouvelle Edition. En- 
_ tréprife de puis fa mort fuivant les denieres difpo- 
fitions de fon Teftament & fur fes. propres Manu- 

{crits. 

*Ouvrage confiftera dans trois Volumes in 4to, 
L format Royal, plus epais que les deux de la 
grande Edition de Londres de 17233 par od l’on 
peut. juger tout d’un coup combien !’on y trouvera de 
nouvelles richeffes. I] y en aeffectivement de tous 
lesgenres; des Odes, des Epitres, des Epigrammes, 
des Pieces de Théatre, des Cantates, &, ce qui ne 
paffera point aux yeux des Connoiffeurs pour la moin- 
dre partie du Recueil, un grand nombre deLettres, ov 
Vefprit, le godt, & les talents de ce fameux Ecrivain 
n’eclatent pas moins que dans fa Poéfie. On en prend 
ici occafion d’inviter tout ceux qui ont eu avec lui 
quelque commerce, de communiquer 4 |’Editeur 
toutes les Lettresqu’ils ont pt conferver. Adrefé 
a Mr.Secuy 4 PHiétel de la Tour & Tassis 
4 Bruxelles. 

L.es Pieces nouvelles feront diftribuées dans leur 
ordre naturel 4 la fuite des anciennes Pieces du méme 
genre ; & l’on placera 4 la téte de l’Ouvrage, c’eft 
a dire, aprés l’ancienne Préface, l’Eloge hiitorique 
de Auteur, qui contiendra tout ce qu’on a pti re- 
cueillir des circonftances de fa vie. 

Le Caractere, le papier, Jes foins pour la cor- 
rection & Jl’ornement, tout répondra aux defirs 
de V’illuftre Mort & au zele de fon Editeur. Dans 
cette vué, on fabrique actuellement du Papier de la 
plus belle efpece, & l’on fait fondre un Caractere de 
Ja méme beauté & dela méme grandeur que celui de 
l’Edition de Londres. 

On s’engage avec toute Ja force delabonne foy & 
de Phonneur a ne pas tirer plus d’Exemplaires qu’on 
n’aura recu de foufcriptions,& pour s’impofer la deffus 
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les bornes les plus ettoites, on déclare que la Souf- 
cription ne fera ouverte que pendant quatre mois, 4 
compter du prémier jour d’Aouft 1741, datte de ce 
Programme. Suivant ce calcul, on promet que l’Ou- 
vrage entier fera imprimé, & fe diftribuera dans les 
Lieux ot I’on aura pris Jes Soufcriptions, au com- 
mencement du mois de Novembre de l’année 1742. 

On avertit particulierement que tous les Billets de 
foufcription feront fignés du nom & de la main de 
Mr. Secuy, fans.quoi ils n’auront nulle valeur, 

Le prix fera de feize livres de France chaque Vo- 
lume ; ce qui revient pour les trois, 4 deux Louis 
d’or neufs en France, 4 deux Carolins dans|’Empire, 
& adeux Guinées en Angleterre, dont la moitié fera 
payée en Soufcrivant, & J’autre en recevant ’Ou- 
vrage imprimé. On mettra le Portrait de |’ Auteur 
a la téte du premier Tome & les Noms de ceux qui 
auront foufcrit ; ainfi on les prie de donner leur nom 
& leurs qualitez en foufcrivant. 

On pourra foufcrire. 

A Paris chez Dipor, Libraire, Quai des Au- 
cuftins, a la Bible d’or. 

A Lonpres chez Mr. Carpenter, a |’Hotel 
de S. E, Mr. P Ambaffadeur de la Reine de Hongrie. 

Dans les Villes de PEMpPire aux Bureaux des 
Poftes Impériales. 

Dans les Villes des Pays-Bas chez les Direéteurs 
des Poftes. 

A Drespe chez Mr.Boutret, Sécretaire de 
Mr. l’Envoyé Extraordinaire de France. 

A Vienneen Autriche, chez Mr. de Scumips, 
Agent de plufieurs Princes de l’Empire. 

A Francrort fur le Mein, chez Fr. VERREN- 
TRAPP, Libraire. 


On ne fe bornera point tellement aux lieux qu’on vient de 
nommer, qu’on ne puille fuivant loccafion & pour la commo- 
di € du Public, envoier des Billets de Soufcription dans plufieurs 
autres Villes; & la fureté fera égale par Je loin qu’on prendra de 
ne choifir que des perfonnes de confiance pou: les dittribuer. 


THE 





